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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 study is a means of probing into the antidiabetic and haematological protective properties of Kigelia africana and Sorghum bicolour, which are traditionally used medicinal plants. It is essential to identifying natural cheap remedies for the treatment of diabetes, particularly in low-resource areas. The findings contribute toward the ethnopharmacological validation and also provide reference points for future clinical applications and phytomedicine formulation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and indeed provides a clear indication of the aim and content of the study.
	

	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 generally detailed, though it requires a little upgrading in its structuring. It wished to have been divided into more apparent sections, for example, Background, Methods, Results, and Conclusion. Also, details regarding statistical significance from results have to be more briefly placed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Being said, the manuscript is scientifically sound. One finds the experimental design, methodology, and statistical analyses appropriate and robust. Some minor points regarding clarity and presentation of data could be addressed (e.g., consolidating tables, consistency in format).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and most are recent. However, the authors could consider including a few more studies, preferably global or with a high impact, concerning hematological changes in diabetic models or phytotherapy in diabetes.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear. However, minor proofreading is necessary to correct errors in grammar and sentence structure.
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	· Tables can be better formatted to avoid redundancy and improve clarity.

· Graphical representation of key findings (e.g. bar charts or line graphs) would enhance data visualization.

· Authors should briefly state limitations and future research directions in the conclusion.
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