
 

 

Review Form2 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO  Version: 2 (08-07-2024)  

 

Book Name: Pharmaceutical Research: Recent Advances and Trends 
Manuscript Number: Ms_BPR_2338 
Title of the Manuscript:  Migraine prophylaxis: Efficacy and safety of lisinopril 
Type of the Article Book chapter 

 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimumof3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

I do believe the studies performed for three monnthsunder which regulatory 
authorites and mention the code of ethics for human studies for neurological 
studies on humans. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

I do brelieve to elaborate the title under propylaxis of migraine parameters in the 
human under cclinicaltrils. 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? 
Please write your suggestions here. 

 

In the abstract the studies are performed with both the drugs and check the 
propylaxis of migraine under which parameters and regulatory guidelines for 
neurological disorder. Surpasses the blood brain barrier with which efficacy and 
therapeutic bioavailability under which rout of administration. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Need to revisewd the manuscript with proper regulatory guidelines following which 
route of administration with complete therapeutic efficacy and determinant 
parameters and methods. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimumof3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 
 

Need to be corrected on scientifically approach with proper discussion of the 
comparative studies mentioned in the objective of the work. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
- 

Need to increase the literature review upto 100 for research work for prompt 
effectiveness of work compared with previous studies on the relevant topic. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
Need to revised the manuscript for grammatical errors and language correction. 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
Major revision required 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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