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	PART  1: Comments 

	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 manuscript provides valuable information on the relevance of the Moringa oleifera and Gongronema latifolium plant extracts in combating the global health challenge, Protein-energy malnutrition (PEM). It further emphasized on the hepatoprotective and hematopoietic effects of the plant extracts in PEM models. It provides the basis for exploring the mechanistic pathways (Nrf2, NF-κB, and HO-1 signaling) and clinical relevance of the plant extracts’ effect in humans.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but it should be modified to “Comparative Analysis of the Hepatoprotective and Hematopoietic Effects of Moringa oleifera and Gongronema latifolium extracts in Protein-Deficient Rats”

	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.  My suggestions include:
1. summarize the abstract in not more than 250 words.

2. The method should be summarized in concise form (i.e. Standard biochemical assays were performed to assess the hepatic function).

3. Keywords should not exceed five (5) words.

4. In line 4 of the abstract, remove the comma “,” after the word “diet’ and replace with a full-stop “.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are not sufficient. You should try to include additional references to a minimum sum of thirty (30) references. 
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications?
	

	Optional/General comments


	Materials and Methods: 
1. Under the subtitle “Animals and Ethical Approval”, in line 2, insert the department and institution name.
2. Under the subtitle “Preparation of Plant Extract”, in line 2, insert the institution name.
Tables:
1. Apply the academic APA style (i.e. top and bottom borders for the entire table, border below column headings). 
2. explain the meaning of the “+” sign used in the result below each table.
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