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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Comments 

Abstract : To repeat  

The abstract must contain an objective of the work, a small introduction, the methodology 

of the work, the results and a conclusion 

Introduction: 

Very poor in information. 

Antidiabetic activity 

1. Missing the presentation of the results, moreover during a diabetes mellitus the 

transaminases and the alkaline phosphatase do not change. 

2. The majority of references are old; 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
I see that it is a theoretical research (bibliographic) with many imperfections and has no 
scientific interest. 
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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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