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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.


	Because it offers experimental information on the biochemical effects of glucocorticoid-induced osteoporosis and its therapy, this publication is significant. It fills a significant evidence vacuum on herbal and combination therapy by contrasting a popular polyherbal formulation with a typical anti-osteoporotic medication. The results support safer, evidence-based osteoporosis treatment, particularly in environments where the use of herbal medicines is common.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The study design, the experimental model, the primary biochemical outcomes evaluated, and the interventions employed are all clearly reflected in the title, thus the answer is generally yes.

However, a different title that would be more succinct and clear would be:

"Effects of Alendronate and Compound Marrow Powder on Bone Metabolism and Liver Function in Female Albino Rats with Dexamethasone-Induced Osteoporosis"

The scientific substance is preserved in this updated title, which also makes the treatment effects easier to read.


	

	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.


	Indeed, the abstract explains the study's background, goal, methods, main findings, and conclusion in a straightforward and organized manner. A few small adjustments, though, might make it even stronger.

To improve methodological clarity, I propose briefly describing the dose or doses of alendronate and chemical marrow powder utilized in the investigation. Additionally, by eliminating repetitious descriptions of the data and concentrating instead on the most statistically and physiologically significant discoveries, the abstract could be somewhat streamlined. Overall, the abstract accurately captures the content and conclusions of the book, thus no significant additions or deletions are needed.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is usually accurate and has a solid scientific foundation. The animal model, biochemical techniques, statistical analysis, and experimental design are all suitable and in line with accepted procedures for researching osteoporosis caused by glucocorticoids. The findings and pertinent literature provide substantial support for the interpretation of liver function measures and bone metabolism indicators. However, the manuscript's scientific rigour would be further strengthened by a few small changes in clarity, dose selection explanation, and exploration of potential mechanisms, particularly with relation to the herbal formulation and herb–drug interaction.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Indeed, the references are adequate, pertinent, and primarily current. The background, methodology, and discussion of the study are sufficiently supported by a number of citations from the last five years in the text, which strikes a nice mix between foundational and contemporary literature. Overall, the text may be strengthened by including a few more recent reviews on herbal-drug interactions in osteoporosis, but no further references are definitely necessary.


	

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


	Yes, the article's language and English quality are appropriate for academic writing. Overall, the manuscript is coherent, well-organized, and employs proper scientific language. The study's scientific content and clarity are unaffected by the modest grammatical corrections and stylistic polishing that are required to improve readability and flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper discusses a significant subject and offers helpful information on osteoporosis brought on by steroids as well as the outcomes of conventional and natural therapies. The study is organized neatly, and the findings are presented with clarity. Nonetheless, the discussion may more effectively emphasise the findings' wider implications for future research, and certain sections could use some minor language cleaning for clarity. In general, it makes a significant contribution to the field.
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