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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 manuscript addresses the important issue of oxidative stress–related complications in diabetes mellitus using combined plant extracts. The study provides experimental evidence supporting the hepatorenal antioxidant potential of Hibiscus sabdariffa and Zingiber officinale. The findings contribute to the growing body of knowledge on plant-based complementary therapies for metabolic disorders. The work is relevant for researchers in pharmacology, biochemistry, and natural product research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES, This title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflect 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 comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the background, methodology, results, and conclusion.

However, minor improvements are suggested:

· Inclusion of specific quantitative outcomes would enhance clarity.

· Mentioning the most effective extract ratio would strengthen the results section.

Overall, the abstract adequately represents the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows standard experimental procedures. The animal model, biochemical assays, and statistical analysis are appropriate and well described. The interpretation of results is logical and supported by data.

However, inclusion of more mechanistic insights and justification of dose selection would further strengthen the scientific rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and mostly recent. The authors have cited appropriate primary research articles and reviews.

A few more recent studies (2023–2025) focusing on combined herbal formulations in diabetes could be added to enhance the literature base, but overall the references are sufficient.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. The manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication.

However, minor grammatical and stylistic corrections are recommended, particularly in the Introduction and Discussion sections, to improve readability and flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures are informative and well presented.

A brief description of phytochemical profiling would strengthen the manuscript.

Limitations of the study should be more clearly acknowledged.

Future research directions may be expanded.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues were identified. The authors have stated compliance with animal care guidelines and ethical approval, which is appropriate.
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