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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study provides a potential therapeutic effect of Ginkgo biloba and Curcuma longa against neurodegenerative disorders. This paper finds knowledge on neurodegenerative stretgies, which may be relevant in the development of alternative treatments for neurodegenerative diseases such as alzheimer's disease.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is good.

	

	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.

	Need to write brief methodology- No. of animal per group and statistical methods used? and write key finding of oxidative stress markers (MDA.GSH,SOD).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Yes manuscript is scientifically but justifies rationale of chosen Ginkgo biloba and Curcuma longa must be cited from earlier research studies, the method used for preparing the Ginkgo biloba supplement, that is commercial supplement or standardized must be clarified. The selection of oxidative stress markers must be elaborated in the Methods section.
2. In table 1 data is presented as "MEAN±SEM," but the "P-value" and "T-value" presentation could be clearer and group E, the difference between initial and final body weight is not very large, yet the P-value is 0.003. Please verify the statistical accuracy.
3. The "F-ratio" is reported as 268.497, which is quite high (table 2 MDA levels). While statistically possible, it should be rechecked.
4. Table 3 - SEM (Standard Error of Mean) for some groups is very low, suggesting minimal variability. Double-check data entry for correctness
5. In Table 4 data inconsistency - SEM for Group D and E is unusually large (6.14), whereas for other groups, it is within 0.14-1.32. 
6. Table 5 – Need to recheck data calculation- Error rate shows sudden fluctuations.
7. One paint bucket of fresh turmeric" this is not a scientific unit, convert to grams or kilograms and "6 ml of water was added to bring the concentration down to 20 mg/ml"-Originally, the capsule contained 120 mg. Need to verify dilution calculations.
8. It is stated that "results were considered significant at p<0.05," but there is no mention of whether multiple comparison corrections were applied in ANOVA and post hoc LSD analysis.
9. Ultimately, neither extract showed any signs of mortality-  If no mortality occurred then what conclusion was drawn from the toxicity assessment?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Some key citations are missing exa- STZ-induced neurodegenerative
2. "National Institute of Health. Ginkgo.nccih.nih.gov. 2024"-This is not in proper citation format.
3. "Karthik Varma AC, Shintu Jude, Bincicil Annie Varghes"-Journal or publication details are missing.
4. Some URLs are truncated (https://www.researchgate.net/pu...) inaccessible.
	

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


	1. Correct turmeric spelling Tumeric to Turmeric

2. Some minor grammatical error, need to language check
3. Formatting issue maintain consistency
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