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PART 2: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments The paper studies the glucose and cholesterol-loweringeffect of Coccinia grandis’s leaf extract in normal anddiabetic rats. While these parameters are interesting tostudy, they are not exactly new with regards to this plant.The authors themselves have pointed this out multipletimes in their manuscript. Their claim that it has neverbeen studied before using extract of ethanol medium isnot acceptable as one of the papers they cited actuallyused ethanol extract in their study. The authors shouldgive specific reasons why this current research issignificant from the other studies and why is it importantto have it published since it is reporting already knownknowledge .
Taking into account the possibility that this manuscriptdoes get published, I think it is appropriate to  includethe following comment:The manuscript contains occasional amounts ofgrammatical and typographical problems(which I do not list here). The authors could resolvethese problems by thoroughly reading the manuscriptand seeking advice from a native English speaker or alanguage editor. Problems of this sort (while minor)should definitely not appear in print.
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Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments The manuscript should be considered for publicationONLY if the authors could provide justification forcarrying out a study that is considered a repetition. Inmy point of view, there is still merit in what the authorsare trying to contribute. Therefore, I suggest that perhapsthe manuscript could be shortened to the BriefCommunication format.
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