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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.


	This study holds paramount importance as it offers scientific support for the use of Ficus asperifolia and Galega officinalis as potential sources of antioxidant and antihyperglycemic agents. The observed antioxidant activity indicates that these plant extracts may help mitigate oxidative stress. In addition, their ability to inhibit key digestive enzymes, α-amylase and α-glucosidase, highlights their potential to regulate postprandial blood glucose levels and prevent related complications. Furthermore, the detection of phenolic and flavonoid constituents provides important guidance for future drug discovery efforts and detailed phytochemical studies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is not fully appropriate, as it emphasizes only the antidiabetic activity, while the research actually includes phytochemical screening, antioxidant evaluation, and antihyperglycemic effects. A more comprehensive title would better reflect the full scope of the study. Possible title should be: 
“Evaluation of Phytochemicals, Antioxidant Properties, and Antihyperglycemic Activities of Different Extracts of Ficus asperifolia and Galega officinalis Leaves”

	

	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 detailed and effectively covers the study’s background, methodology, key outcomes, and overall conclusion; however, it could be improved by enhancing clarity, minimizing excessive numerical data, and improving coherence. The large number of IC₅₀ values and quantitative measurements may be overwhelming, so focusing on only the most important results would increase readability. Minor grammatical corrections, such as changing “the aimed” to “the aim,” are also needed. Adding a short note on the phytochemical screening findings and highlighting the  significance of selecting Ficus asperifolia and Galega officinalis would further enrich the abstract. Moreover, the enzyme kinetic results and comparisons can be summarized more succinctly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The findings presented in the manuscript are scientifically credible and align with established effects of plant extracts, as the higher phenolic and flavonoid contents are associated with enhanced antioxidant activity in DPPH and FRAP assays, while the selective inhibition of α-amylase and α-glucosidase highlights the targeted action of bioactive compounds. The identification of methanol and ethyl acetate extracts as non-competitive inhibitors, in contrast to the competitive inhibition by acarbose, is plausible, given that plant extracts often contain multiple secondary metabolites capable of binding to the enzymes.

	

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

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


	The language of the article is scientifically clear but requires refinement for improved clarity, and grammatical accuracy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should ensure that plant names and in vitro are consistently italicized. They should also provide a clear justification for the chosen doses. Additionally, the manuscript should explain the correlation between qualitative and quantitative phytochemical analyses and the observed anti-hyperglycemic effects. Certain sections require improvement in writing quality. Finally, the authors need to follow standard scientific writing guidelines to make the manuscript suitable. 
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