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	PART  1: Review Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (If agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer
	NO. The manuscript highlights the antioxidant potential of metformin in managing diabetes, although metformin is already a well-established medication for treating diabetes, with comprehensive studies covering all aspects. Therefore, solely assessing its antioxidant capabilities using may not yield significant scientific impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind?
	YES
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions

	YES but there are lots of typographical errors.
	

	Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for 
scholarly communications?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions
	Needs some improvement in sentences.
	

	Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness
of different sections of the manuscript.
	The introduction extensively discusses antioxidant enzyme levels, DNA damage, and apoptosis. However, the results only demonstrate metformin's basic free radical scavenging potential. Therefore, the study may not provide substantial scientific insights beyond this basic evaluation.
The materials and methods section was overly verbose and lacked clarity. For instance, initially stating the rats were divided into four diabetic groups, followed by mentioning five groups (n=15) assigned randomly, creates confusion regarding the actual number of groups studied. The study focused on evaluating the antioxidant properties of metformin, but the use of plant extract in the DPPH assay was mentioned, which raises concerns about clarity and the integrity of the research. The results section fails to compare the effects of each metformin concentration to determine the most effective one. The discussion is overly verbose and lacks clear analysis of the results. Additionally, the conclusion does not succinctly summarize the findings. Overall, the manuscript's structure needs significant improvement for clarity and coherence.
	

	Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper, 
recent and sufficient?
If you have any suggestions, please write here.
	YES
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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