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	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.


	This study demonstrates the potential of Saccharum spontaneum leaf extracts as gastroprotective agents against NSAID-induced stomach mucosal injury. It provides histological and molecular insight into their therapeutic effects, which is useful for natural product pharmacology and gastroenterology. The findings also support the use of traditional medicinal plants in modern medication development to treat stomach ulcers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be revisited for clarity. While both methanol (MESS) and hexane (HESS) extracts were evaluated, the data suggest that HESS provided better protection. Consider either highlighting HESS in the title or ensuring consistent claims about efficacy throughout the abstract and discussion.
	

	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 contains conflicting statements regarding which extract was more effective (HESS vs. MESS). I suggest the authors clearly identify the extract with superior efficacy based on ulcer index and histological evidence.

Avoid unclear phrases like "natural therapeutic agent"—more precise scientific terminology such as “potential phytotherapeutic candidate” would be more appropriate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-organized. The experimental design is robust, and the data support the conclusions. However, a minor revision is recommended to expand the discussion of the underlying mechanisms, especially regarding the phytochemical constituents responsible for the observed effects.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, But I may suggest to add few references regarding the plant activities such as antioxidant and anti-inflammatory activity can be added. Also, there are few references which are not complete in proper format.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is understandable but would benefit from minor grammatical corrections and refinement for fluency and coherence.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-conceived and timely study. The methodology is clearly described, results are well-presented with supportive figures and tables, and the conclusions are valid. But I suggest that to add regarding the phytochemical analysis so that it supports the study most.
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