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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.
	This study investigates Azanza garckeana fruit extract's in vivo activity on female reproductive function, as well as its safety and effects on ovarian histopathology. The findings are intended to help develop medicines for reproductive abnormalities in diabetes patients, as well as serve as a foundation for future research on the subject.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title already describes the contents of the manuscript. The first mention of a plant species' scientific name in a paper must include the author's name. According to wfoplantlist, Azanza garckeana is not a recognized name but is a synonym of Thespesia garckeana F.Hoffm. Therefore, it is ok to use the accepted name.
	

	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.
	The abstract provides a concise overview of the study's background, objectives, methodology, findings, and conclusions. However, significant information is missing and might be added, such as the extraction process, solvent utilized, whether the maceration was done for 24, 48, or 72 hours, and other reasons. Regarding the test animals utilized, the abstract claims that 36 rats were divided into six groups, however the method states only 30 rats. Which is correct?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The publication provides the results of in vivo experimental tests that were carried out using accepted research methodologies, and the findings can be scientifically explained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This manuscript cites 32 references, 20 of which are outdated (<2020). Some references should be updated with newer ones, and additional references should be added to support certain statements, such as the use of 150 mg/kg alloxan and the recognition of hyperglycemia based on fasting blood glucose levels >250 mg/dL. Citations in manuscripts and bibliographies
should be formatted according to the journal reference standard.
	




	
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Overall, writing and language use must be improved to be scientifically sound.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Several items must be completed in this manuscript, including the time of plant sample collection, justification for providing free access to food for the test mice during the test, the brand of Glucometer used in the test, the brand of FSH, LH, progesterone, and estradiol elisa kit used, and details of the maceration performed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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


	









