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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.


	The manuscript investigated the proximate composition, energy value, mineral contents from the leaf powders from the leaves of A. digitata, O. olitorius and  bark of T. cordiforlia  as well as bioactive compounds with their profiles as they affect GLUT4 translocation activities.

C. olitorius was found to have the best  nutritional and bioactive potential and it is recommended for the management of T2D patients as compared to A. digitata and T. cordiforlia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is suitable because it captures all the major analysis that were carried out on the powdered leave extracts of  A. digitata, O. olitorius and bark of  T. cordiforlia.
	

	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 is comprehensive enough, but it is sectioned. If this is not the journal  guidelines, then the  sections can be removed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, the methodology used in quantifying the mineral elements like Ca, K and Na needs to be reconciled with standard methods in literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but some are very old even though they are standard methodologies which makes them very relevant. Some of the references are incomplete, they do not contain the doi number of the journal, in some, the page numbers are missing. This should be checked and corrected. All references should contain the doi number or the web address of the publishers.
	

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


	The English language quality of the manuscript is very suitable for a scholarly communications.
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