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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments

1. The study is interesting and relevant, but the manuscript requires better organization, clarity, and conciseness to make it more accessible to readers.

2. Some sections are repetitive (e.g., introduction has overlapping explanations about herbal medicine and phytoconstituents). These can be streamlined.

3. The manuscript would benefit from language editing to correct grammar, sentence structure, and typographical errors.

Specific Comments

Abstract
· Too long and descriptive; should be condensed to highlight objectives, methods, key results, and conclusion more succinctly.

· Avoid detailed methodology (e.g., extraction steps); focus on the novelty of findings.

Introduction
· Several references are cited but not always critically discussed. Please link past studies to the knowledge gap that justifies the present work.

· Repetition of statements about herbal medicines and phytoconstituents should be minimized.

· Clarify what is novel about comparing n-hexane, ethyl acetate, and aqueous-methanol fractions.

Materials and Methods
· More details on animal ethics approval should be given (ethical committee name, approval number).

· The number of animals per group (n=4) is relatively low; discuss potential limitations regarding statistical power.

· For phytochemical screening, specify concentrations of reagents, positive controls, and detection limits where applicable.

Results
· Tables are informative but should be improved in formatting (consistent decimal places, units, and alignment).

· Figures/graphs could be added to complement the tables, making trends in data clearer.

Discussion
· The discussion restates results rather than critically comparing them with previous studies. Please expand the interpretation, especially why aqueous-methanol fractions showed higher activity.

· Provide mechanistic insights on how phenolics/flavonoids might exert anti-ulcer effects, supported by citations.

· A short limitations section would strengthen the paper.

Conclusion
· Needs to be more focused; highlight novelty and future perspectives rather than general statements.
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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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