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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


	In a well-established experimental model, this manuscript offers important scientific evidence for the antidiabetic, antioxidant, and organ-protective properties of *Aegle marmelos* fruit pulp extract. Through clarifying its diverse mechanisms, including lipid regulation, renoprotective activity, and β-cell protection, the study connects contemporary pharmacological validation with traditional ethnomedical knowledge. These results not only point to a possible low-cost plant-based adjunct therapy for the treatment of diabetes, but they also pave the way for more investigation into the active ingredients and potential therapeutic uses. The study adds to the expanding corpus of research on natural products as long-term remedies for long-term metabolic diseases.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Botanical name formatting and More concise title need

Revised Title: Antidiabetic Activity of Aegle marmelos Fruit Pulp Extract in Alloxan-Induced Diabetic Wistar 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.


	Italicized Aegle marmelos in all occurrences (scientific standard).

Adjusted tense for consistency (past tense for methods/results).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ensure that the references follow the specific formatting guidelines of the journal, including the correct numbering order. List the references at the end of the manuscript in the order they appear in the text. Add more latest references.

 Suggested revision:  References should be numbered in the order they are cited in the manuscript and formatted according to the journal’s guidelines. Ensure that all references adhere to the proper citation style.


	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) Title:

Botanical name formatting and More concise title need

Revised Title: Antidiabetic Activity of Aegle marmelos Fruit Pulp Extract in Alloxan-Induced Diabetic Wistar Rats

2) Abstract:

Italicized Aegle marmelos in all occurrences (scientific standard).

Adjusted tense for consistency (past tense for methods/results).

3) Introduction:

Removed repetitive details about β-cell regeneration and antioxidant mechanisms (kept them once in a clear section).

4) Materials and Methods:

Housing conditions: State exact temperature range (e.g., 22 ± 2°C) instead of “ambient room temperature.”

Animal description:Avoid repeating the supplier name twice in the same sentence.

Scientific name in italics (Aegle marmelos) throughout.

Use a clean table format for groups instead of bullet points for better readability.

State the exact duration between induction and treatment start (you said “after 48 hours” but didn’t explicitly say “treatment commenced”).

Newmann Keul’s” should be “Newman–Keuls” (correct spelling and hyphen).

5) Results & Conclusion

Grammar & Spacing Errors, Histopathology is split between Results and Discussion in a way that’s a bit repetitive — better to keep pure observations in Results and move interpretations to Discussion. Some data is reported twice (e.g., pancreatic histology effects).

6) References:

Ensure that the references follow the specific formatting guidelines of the journal, including the correct numbering order. List the references at the end of the manuscript in the order they appear in the text. Add more latest references.

 Suggested revision:  References should be numbered in the order they are cited in the manuscript and formatted according to the journal’s guidelines. Ensure that all references adhere to the proper citation style.

7) Overall Edits:

Eliminate any sections where there is unnecessary repetition or where all-caps text has been used incorrectly. Ensure that the manuscript maintains consistent style and formatting throughout.

 Suggested revision: Please carefully review the manuscript for any repeated phrases or words. Ensure consistent use of proper capitalization and maintain a professional tone throughout the paper.

8) Final Recommendation:

It is suggested that you  review recent publications in the journal to ensure your manuscript is aligned with current formatting and presentation standards.

Suggested revision: For a better understanding of the journal’s specific requirements, we recommend reviewing recent articles published in this journal.

By applying these revisions, the manuscript will be more precise, professional, and aligned with the journal’s guidelines, increasing the likelihood of acceptance with minor revisions.

The paper is likely to be accepted after the suggested revisions, which will enhance clarity, consistency, and professionalism. Minor grammatical, typographical, and formatting errors were corrected throughout the manuscript. Data descriptions in the Results section were clarified for precision and consistency. Redundant phrases were removed to improve clarity, flow, and adherence to journal style. These revisions will increase the study’s robustness, alignment with current research, and potential for meaningful contribution to the field.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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