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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	The antidiabetic potential of Andrographis paniculata may be significant, but is certainly not a novel concept. .  Also, for a systematic review, there is insufficient data on evidence-based pre-clinical and clinical studies. .    
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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.

	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the antidiabetic mechanisms of action of Andrographis paniculata are documented, the authors are advised to revisit and analyze more evidence-based studies, including safety and toxicity to substantiate clinical implications. Microscopic description of the plant without images / diagrams is inconclusive. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	https://www.mdpi.com/2673-6411/1/3/17
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786419.2023.2294115
	

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

	Yes
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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