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	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.


	I would like to thank the journal for recommending me as a peer reviewer of the manuscript. My aim is to provide constructive direction that aids with improving the manuscript and potentially helping to progress the manuscript eventually to publication. 

This manuscript was explains the functions of herbal medicine that popular in bangladesh: Ocimum sanctum, but need to revise some part to be better.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title was “An Assessment of Anti-diabetic Activity of Ocimum sanctum Extract in Alloxan-induced Rat Model”

But it didn’t explain why it was called by “Anti-diabetic”, is there because the effect for lowering the blood glucose level? Because the paper also analyze about lipid profile, liver and kidney function, but not described the link about that.
	

	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, it need to be revise.

it will be better if the word “anti-diabetic medication's effectiveness” explain more. Is it regarding of blood glucose level? Which blood glucose level? Fasting blood glucose or the other. Because it was not mention well in methods. Also in abstract not describe about the conclusion
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it scientifically correct, BUT need to be revise
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	Yes, sufficient. Don’t have any suggestion
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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