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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 (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.


	This manuscript provides compelling evidence of the antiulcer potential of Justicia insularis leaf extract using three validated experimental models (indomethacin-, ethanol-, and histamine-induced ulcers). The dose-dependent protective effects observed in comparison with standard antiulcer drugs suggest that the extract possesses significant gastroprotective properties, which could be harnessed for the development of novel herbal therapies. Given the rising interest in plant-based medicines with fewer side effects, this study adds valuable preclinical data to the pharmacological profiling of Justicia insularis. The findings may also stimulate further research on the mechanism of action and clinical applicability of the extract in ulcer management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and informative.

Suggested Alternative (for improved clarity and precision):

“Evaluation of the Antiulcer Activity of Justicia insularis Leaf Extract in Rat Models of Indomethacin-, Ethanol-, and Histamine-Induced Gastric Ulcers”
	

	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.


	The abstract covers the essential components—objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it can be enhanced for clarity and scientific impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound based on the data presented. The use of standard ulcer models and appropriate controls (omeprazole, cimetidine) strengthens the credibility of the findings. The dose-dependent response supports the pharmacological relevance of the extract.

However, the following enhancements are recommended:

· Include statistical analysis details (e.g., p-values, ANOVA tests).

· Mention the sample size (n = ? per group).

· Clarify if phytochemical screening of the extract was performed (and refer to it if already published).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references should be updated to include more recent (within the last 5 years) peer-reviewed articles on:

· Medicinal plants with antiulcer properties.

· Previous studies on Justicia insularis (if available).

· Cite below reference:

1. Akabari, Ashok H., Dhiren P. Shah, Sagar P. Patel, and Sagarkumar K. Patel. "Ethanopharmacology, phytochemistry, pharmacology and toxicology of Moringaceae family: a review." Syst Rev Pharm 13, no. 11 (2022).
2. Vasava, Nimisha, Gajera Vipulkumar, Vijay Lambole, Tanvi Desai, Binal Patel, and Ashok Akabari. "Evaluation of anti-Parkinsonian activity of Pueraria tuberosa (Roxb. ex Willd.) dc. on experimental animals." Annals of Phytomedicine 11, no. 2 (2022): 318-325.
3. Shah, Umang, Meghana Patel, Alkesh Patel, Krishna Patel, Mehul Patel, Ashok Akabari, Samir Patel et al. "Review on Determination of Berberine in Biological and Pharmaceutical Matrices: An Analytical and Therapeutic Perspective." Current Pharmaceutical Analysis 19, no. 5 (2023): 379-398.

	

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


	The manuscript's language is clear and comprehensible, suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical edits and refinement of scientific phrasing (e.g., "ulcer control group" instead of just "control") are recommended for improved fluency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Consider including histological analysis of gastric tissues to support the gross ulcer score data.

  A brief discussion on mechanistic pathways (e.g., antioxidant defense, prostaglandin synthesis) would enrich the discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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