
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_4950

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A physiological Study to Compare the Effect of Catechin and lovastatin on Obesity through Histological Examination of the liver in Albino Rats

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript is important to the scientific community. It demonstrates the effects of using catechin and lovastatin on the livers of obese rats. The study demonstrated that catechin is very important for health, as it reduces the harmful effects on the liver caused by obesity without side effects. Lovastatin, on the other hand, has side effects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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.
	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

- References are recent.

There are several notes on the references, as follows:

- Correct the names of the researchers in references 1, 3, and 19 within the manuscript.

- Delete the heap from references 8 and 9.

- Correct the year of references 11, 13, 15, and 18.

- References Berasain et al., 2023, Alkufeidy et al., 2024, and Guan et al., 2025 are included in the text of the research and not in the reference list.
-Arrange the references alphabetically.
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest placing Figures A and B side by side.
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	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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