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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 evaluates the antidiabetic activity of G. latifolium leaves through both in vitro and in vivo assays, which will provide scientific evidence to support the use of natural plants in treating diabetes. If effective this could provide an alternative to conventional medicine and an opportunity to evade the associated side effects. 
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	The abstract summarizes the key aspects of the study appropriately. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows scientific writing standards and clearly details its in vitro and in vivo experimental design processes, including the approach used in preparing animals, extracts and the administration.

The result also acknowledged inhibition by extract is not dose dependent showing non-linear patterns and set the ball for further studies to provide more evidence. 

Manuscript should however clarify if and to what extent weight and age distribution of Wistar rats could influence the response to the different treatments. 
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	English language is suitable for scholarly communication. 

Although, structuring and text formatting should be improved to facilitate easier comprehension especially with a multilayered approach like this. For instance, the keys explaining variables within a formula and table should follow the same pattern all through. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No issues observed, however mention on ethical process and clearance for handling Wistar rats should be stated in manuscript. 
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