Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Biochemistry

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRB_153489

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Hypoglycaemic properties of combined administration of Gongronema latifolium and Odontonema strictum on diabetic Wister rats

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments
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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 paper adds to the evidence seeking plant-derived therapies for DM, which is among one of the most serious health problems worldwide. Through the evaluation of the joint action of G. latifolium and O. strictum, the research has demonstrated empirically that polyherbal use is indeed beneficial, a reason polyherbals may possess synergistic effects in ameliorating glycaemic control, lipid metabolism and oxidative stress. The results provide a support to the traditional use of such plants for diabetes and suggest their potential as sources of new antidiabetic agents, and led us to propose them as a source of safe and efficient anti-diabetes drugs. Moreover, this paper provides important experimental results for future.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. title of the article in most suitable as well as relevant title since it quintessentially reflect study focus, experimental model and key outcome (hypoglycaemic activity of combined plant extract in diabetic rats).


	

	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 acceptable in terms of science, but should be shorter, better structured (Aim–Methods–Results–Conclusion), have more correct grammar and interpretation with care to fit international journal formats. 1. Additions recommended

The study aim should be more clearly stated in the first sentence (eg antidiabetic and metabolism-protective effects of coextracts).

Clearly state the experimental model (alloxan-induced diabetic Wistar rats) in the beginning of the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are several points that need to be considered for enhancing rigor and clarity in scientific terms:

Methodological clarity: Several experimental details need to be better described such as the extract yield, protocol for dose administration, randomization process and ethical approval for animal research.

Data interpretation: See results: In some parts, it is not very clear whether or what result we should conclude (e.g. Phr a few sections the results seem not well described (the statement that glucose level increased post-treatment should be double-checked against figures).

Terminology and accuracy: Ensure the use of standardized terms for scientific nomenclature (e.g. Wistar rat as opposed to Wister rats) and units, dosing reporting are appeared consistently.

Mechanism claims: Some statements are made about how the product works, such as that it slows down digestion andNullOr etc.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References in the manuscript appear to be largely sufficient and relevant to topic under study (background literature on diabetes mellitus, medicinal plants, induced oxidative stress and experimental antidiabetic evaluation). Please refer to at least 5–8 latest peer-reviewed references (2022-2025) in traditional medicine to enhance scientific currency and signal that the present work correlates with current trends in phytopharmacology and metabolic disease.


	

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


	The manuscript's language and English quality are usually comprehensible, and it is easy to follow the scientific content. However, before the work is appropriate for scholarly communication and publication in an international journal, it needs to undergo mild language correction.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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