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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 tried to explore the potency of herbal medicine (Azanza garckeana fruit) as an anti diabetic agent. These findings are important as a preliminary study to further explore its suggested effect. Hence, this scientific based evidence are needed for scientific community to explore its effects. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest to revise into:

CHANGES IN BLOOD GLUCOSE  AND GLYCATED HAEMOGLOBIN LEVELS IN ALLOXAN-INDUCED DIABETIC MODEL FEMALE WISTAR RAT TREATED WITH ETHANOL EXTRACT OF AZANZA  GARCKEANA FRUIT


	

	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 points of abstract has been fulfilled. However, some information need to be added and deleted:

· In the method section, the authors need to mention the study design, number of rats used in each group, statistical analyses used, and method to determine blood glucose and glycated Hb levels. 

· Since the authors did not investigate the proposed active metabolites in their study, I suggest to delete “The impact on blood glucose levels may be due to the combined efforts of the five most prevalent phytochemicals, including octadecanic acid and ethyl ester, which have a higher affinity for binding to sulfonyl receptors than glibenclamide”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the introduction section, 

· Introduction is a way too long. It should be simple, concise, and straight to the point, clear yet.

· The authors need to sum up the background in 1-2 sentences and 

· As a final paragraph, the authors need to mention explicitly the aims/objectives of the study including why HbA1c was also measured in the study?

In method section, 

· The authors might need to add information when AGF was harvested.

· The authors need to mention the age of rat and how they come up with a total of 30 rats. Any specific characteristics from rats that can included in the study? 

· The authors need to cite a reference of the dose of alloxan.  

· How the authors define the number of rats per each group? Following specific formulae? 

· The authors need to justify why they use glibenclamide (sulfonilurea group) than any other groups such as biguanid, inhibitor SGLT2, etc.

· The authors might need to mention why HbA1c was measured only on 2 points of time, whereas blood glucose were in 6 points of time?

· No information about statistical analysis implemented and statistical software used. 

In the Results

· In the table 1 and 2 Original number of rats included in the study was 6 rats per group, however, only 5 rats were reported. The authors need to mention the reason of difference.

· Figures might be more informative than table to describe the differences

In the Discussion 

· The authors mention: The herbal extract having therefore, more potency than the synthetic drug
How this sentence is made? The value for HbA1c in synthetic drug is the lowest than other groups including the AGF. Don’t you think the lowest is the better?

· The authors need to add/mention:

1. The strengths of the study

2. The limitation of the study

3. Potential clinical implication of the findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Even though most of references are from the latest 5 years, the references quantity are needed to add to support the background and findings.
	

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


	The English quality is moderate to good. Indeed, it needs to be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some points need to be revised/fixed.

· Some typos and unclear/unfamiliar abbreviations are easily found

· No information about statistical analysis implemented and statistical software used. 


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. The authors had an ethical clearance from a proper institution. 
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