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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	To Evaluate the therapeutic potentials of Ginkgo Biloba and Fenugreek extracts or its combinations as a hepatoprotective agent against carbon tetrachloride induced liver injury in male Albino rats.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	4
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	NO, (INDICATE if It’s a seed or leaf extracts also add and its combination).
Since you also did research on both plant combinations.


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	No, redo, input numerical result before explanation, redo your introduction and material and methods.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	NO, the study is potentially relevant, but major scientific and methodological issues require correction.

INTRODUCTION:
 Hepatitis is not the main study in this research, rather the impact of Induced CCL4 in the liver. You can start with research on impact of CCL4 as a toxicant, how excessive exposure to it can affect vital organs leading to liver diseases. Then align liver diseases with W.H.O or other head research on how toxicant has affect the lives of human ,leading to high risk of kidney and liver diseases as the leading cause of death, Hepatitis and other liver related disease can come as example of liver failure when expose to toxicant or transmittable diseases, also endeavour to cite and write concisely with its vital problem, From this create a problem statement that motivated you to do this research and how natural plant product of Ginkgo biloba and fenugreek extracts will possess a therapeutical potential as an hepatoprotective agent.
Write precisely on impact on natural plant product, including the origin, ethnomedicinal and nutritive benefits of the extracts, always indicate the plant part if is seeds or leaf or stem or bark for better understanding. The background study and what is significance about your research from other researchers that drive to your topic and what are you discovering newly.

MATERIAL AND METHODS:

No Documentation of Sourcing of plant materials, no authentication of both extracts, no details on acclimatization of animals, weight of animals, ethic approval for animal handling, the amount of dosage CCL4 that was induced to the albino eat, No LETHAL DOSE study and positive control drug. 
Biochemical essay not articulated, I am seeing antioxidant biomarkers like MDA, SOD, write on this e.tc but no proper documentation on that, grouping of animals and plant extracting does not necessarily need citation but animal studies   standard procedure needs.

RESULT PRESENTATION 

Be concise with vital figures and their unit with interpreting numerical results, start with antioxidants enzymes, liver enzymes and histopathological studies of one extract to the other extract, their combination and then their combination against controls group.  Detail explanation comes in during discussion

Your result tables and figures are okay but wrong placements, go through the Journal articles and see how their result is reported, but the actual standard is the explanation comes before table presentation and figures or structures come first before description. 

DISCUSSION:
 Your Discussion is quite long, shorten them without losing vital Information, you lack Citations in your discussion. Relearn how to discussion research articles, this is one of the important phase because your proving that your research study possesses a good hepatoprotective agent against CCL4. As you state the results and explain them you cite each with real recent  citation on previous study on the topic aligning them perfectly.

CONCLUSION
Summarize your topic, introduction discussion and findings, then add further research study that can be created from this.

LIMITED OF STUDY: too should be added.
REFERENCES: Your references are very weak redo all.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	NO
A lot of  Discussion statement were not cited , you have very little of current citation from 2020 up wards, please cite current references. 
Some references look A.I GENERATED ,RECITE THE ORIGINAL PAPER/
There are duplicate references, inconsistent bibliographic details, and likely citation mismatches. For example, “Pu et al. (2024)” appears in more than one form, and the Zhang reference cited for CCl₄ toxicity appears to concern cardiovascular effects of Ginkgo. Every citation must be checked against the original publication.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	
Yes, 
For Every Animal study requires Ethical Issues numbers for animal handling.
	


Reviewer details:
Okochi, Chiamaka Vivian, Godfrey Okoye University, Nigeria


Page 4 of 4
V240326


