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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.


	This manuscript presents valuable insights into the hepatoprotective and anti-diabetic effects of the alkaloid-rich fraction of Dacryodes edulis leaves, particularly in the context of streptozotocin-induced hyperglycemia. It contributes to the growing body of research supporting the use of medicinal plants as complementary or alternative therapies for diabetes mellitus and associated hepatic complications. The findings are significant for pharmacological research and drug development, especially for identifying plant-derived compounds with minimal side effects. Moreover, the histological evidence and clear dose-response outcomes strengthen the argument for further in-depth investigations and potential translational studies.
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	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured, covering the background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, a few minor improvements can be made:

· Avoid repetition (“bio-constituents constituents” can be corrected).

· The abstract could briefly mention the statistical significance of the findings (p<0.05) when discussing FBG reduction.

· A concise summary of the histological findings in 1–2 sentences would improve clarity.
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