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	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 has scientific relevance since there has been a lot of invitro studies on Tamarindus indica with less in vivo studies 
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Manuscript is well written but after comparing the crude extract with standard drug (Linagliptin) they could have use different concentrations of the crude extract of tamarindus indica to enrich their scientific argument. 
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