Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Biotechnology and Genetic Engineering 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJBGE_151910

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of Ethyl Acetate Leaf Extract of Gliricidia sepium on Thyroid and Reproductive Hormone Profiles in Wistar Rats

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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.


	This study contributes valuable data on the toxicological safety of Gliricidia sepium, a widely used medicinal plant with limited endocrine safety evaluation. Understanding the effect of plant extracts on thyroid and reproductive hormones is important due to the growing use of herbal medicines worldwide. The findings support the relative safety of the extracts at tested doses and provide a foundation for future pharmacological and clinical studies. This work adds to the scientific evidence supporting safer herbal medicine use.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and objective 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 clear and structured. However, it would benefit from including brief numerical values for key outcomes (e.g., LD₅₀ > 5000 mg/kg, p-values) to strengthen scientific impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design, use of Lorke’s method, sub-chronic toxicity protocol, and statistical analysis are appropriate. Ethical approval is clearly stated. However, the discussion section should be strengthened by better comparison with existing literature and clearer differentiation between physiological sex differences and treatment effects.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include recent sources. A few references are older methodological citations, which is acceptable. However, adding 1–2 recent (last 5 years) studies on herbal extract effects on endocrine parameters would improve the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires minor grammatical and stylistic revision. There are several long sentences and repetition in the discussion section that should be edited for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) Figures should include clearer axis labels and units.

2) The discussion should avoid repeating textbook endocrine physiology and focus more on interpreting the study’s findings.

3) A short limitation paragraph is recommended.

4) Formatting consistency (spaces, italics for species names, punctuation) should be corrected.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. Ethical approval is clearly stated with approval number, and animal handling procedures appear compliant with standard guidelines.
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