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	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 contributes to the growing body of research on the safety and biological effects of commonly consumed dietary substances, particularly coffee. By comparing the histopathological impact of Coffea arabica and Coffea canephora on gastric tissue, the study provides valuable insights into the potential gastrointestinal effects of roasted coffee. The findings support the notion that short-term oral exposure to these coffee types does not significantly damage gastric morphology, which may be relevant for future toxicological evaluations and dietary guidelines. This research can serve as a reference point for further investigations into the chronic effects of coffee and its individual bioactive components on the digestive system.
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	The title of the article is suitable


	

	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 of the article comprehensive. 
Fix repetition: The phrase "roasted roasted" in the Objective section is a typo that needs to be removed.

Use more concise and scientific language: Avoid overly general phrases like “utilizing a post-test control group setup” if they can be replaced with more concise and commonly used terms.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its experimental design, methodology, and interpretation of results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current manuscript includes references that are mostly older or limited in number, it would benefit from the addition of more recent and relevant literature (preferably from the last 5 years) to strengthen its scientific foundation and contextual relevance.
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	language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
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	Basically the manuscript is good, it only needs to be revised slightly in the abstract and the addition of the latest references.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

I Dewa Ayu Ratna Dewanti, University of Jember, Indonesia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

