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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 makes a meaningful contribution to the scientific community by exploring the therapeutic potential of Pueraria montana and Coffea arabica aqueous extracts in mitigating diabetes-related biochemical disturbances. Through examining their influence on hepatic and oxidative enzyme activities in alloxan-induced diabetic rats, the study offers important insights into how plant-derived compounds may provide protective and restorative effects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate, clear, and scientifically accurate. It effectively highlights the key components of the research, including the plant extracts, the nature of the preparation, the biological parameters assessed, and the experimental animal model used.
	

	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 thorough, informative, and well aligned with the major elements of the study, including its background, experimental design, key findings, and overall conclusions. To further strengthen it, the authors could include a concise statement of the study objective at the beginning, indicate statistical significance levels (e.g., p < 0.05), and optionally specify the duration of the experiment.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears to be scientifically valid and well-constructed, though certain areas would benefit from additional clarification to enhance accuracy and rigor.
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	Regarding references, it is difficult to assess each citation individually, but studies involving medicinal plants, oxidative stress, and alloxan-induced diabetes should incorporate recent and relevant literature, ideally within the past 5–10 years.
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	The English language of the manuscript is understandable and conveys the intended scientific content; however, it would benefit from editing to improve clarity, grammar, flow, and adherence to academic writing standards.
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