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	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.


	The study contributes to the field of ethnopharmacology and experimental diabetes research by providing comparative data on single versus combined plant extracts, including effects on fasting blood glucose, body weight, and lipid profile.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and clearly reflects the main objective of the study, however, the title could be improved for clarity and scientific precision by explicitly indicating the experimental nature of the study and the use of ethanolic extracts.
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract is informative but requires condensation to enhance scientific clarity and impact. Several results are reported as extended lists of percentages, which are more appropriate for the Results section than for the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The general experimental framework, plant extraction procedures, and use of a standard antidiabetic drug as a positive control are appropriate. However the lack on phytochemical characterization or standardization of the extracts makes reproducibility and comparison with other studies difficult.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partially sufficient to support the study but are not adequately recent. While some foundational and plant-specific studies are cited, the reference list relies heavily on older literature and lacks recent (last 5 years) high-quality reviews or meta-analyses on antidiabetic medicinal plants and combination therapies. This limits the manuscript’s ability to properly position its findings within the current state of the field. The authors are encouraged to include more recent systematic reviews and mechanistic studies published between 2020 and 2025 that address plant-based antidiabetic agents, extract standardization, and metabolic mechanisms, which would significantly strengthen the scientific context of the manuscript.
	

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


	The overall English language quality of the manuscript is below the standard required for scholarly communication. Although the general meaning is understandable, the text contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, inconsistent verb tenses, and repetitive phrasing that affect clarity and readability. Substantial language editing by a fluent english speaker or professional scientific editing service is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Greater emphasis should be placed on clearly justifying dose selection, particularly for the combined extracts. In addition, the discussion section tends to reiterate results rather than critically interpreting them in the context of existing literature, and claims regarding combined or synergistic effects are not sufficiently supported by appropriate analyses.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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