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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 is important from a scientific and academic standpoint in terms of the use of some extracts of a specific plant, for the purpose of treating diabetes, which affects many people and some internal parts of the body and affects their health and their scientific and practical level. Therefore, I would have liked the researcher to have used an aqueous extract instead of methylone, as the latter is toxic to the human body or farm animals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate
	

	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.


	1- The word investigates, please remove the number 4 from the middle of the word to become ((investigates)).
2- In Abstract , the word (( Diabetes mellitus is a chronic........................... induced diabetic rats. )) is deleted because it is an introduction and not a summary of the work.

3- There is a large difference in the weight of the rats in the experiment. It is preferable that there be a difference of 20-30 grams between the weights, meaning that they should be close in weight and age.

4- The researcher did not mention any replicates for the experiment. Instead, he used 28 rats, with four rats per treatment. He later recommended that the extracts be effective and have significant effects, and recommended their use in treating diabetes. Three replicates should have been used for each treatment, with five rats per replicate, i.e., 15 rats per treatment (7 treatments = 105 rats).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but it is preferable to increase the number of replications in the experiment in order to reduce the standard error rate in the experiment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the references sufficient and recent
	

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


	Yes . English for the article is suitable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is good and stands up to scientific research as it is a therapeutic attempt.
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