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This is a well written manuscript that will contribute to the literature.
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Though this minireview promised a brief insight into the mode of actions the aqueous
extract of Hunteria umbellate seeds in T2 diabetes, only the known mechanism of
metformin is presented in details, but almost nothing new and clinically important
information has been written from the plant itself. This manuscript is not acceptable

for publication in its current form.
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This submission discussed a combination of herbal extract with metformin for diabetes.
It seems interesting and the below concerns shall be conducted. 1. It mentioned the
fructose-induced model in main. What is the role of another model? Metabolic syndrome
is the early stage of diabetes. Is it also effective on critical stage of diabetes? 2. Figure 2
must re-prepare by author. It is not suitable to cite the full picture. 3. Merits of
combination must show in clear. Variations with herb or metformin only were unknown.
4. Why focused on Hunteria umbellate but not another plant? Please explain it in detail.
5. Conclusion is too simple. It needs to show the novelty of this report. 6. More

references are required.
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