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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.


	Multiple gastric perforation is a rare clinical entity requiring acknowledgement in the forum of budding surgeons. The search for aetiology for such a rare event is even more important for the patient’s complete recovery and rehabilitation. The most common causes of multiple gastric perforations are H.pylori infections, ischemia, trauma and Malignancy. The presentation of such case reports reemphasises the need for thorough laparotomy in the field and further workup in the postoperative period.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and precise on the topic.
	

	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 can include the various causes for such multiple Gastric perforations and incidence in the available literature, and the most affected age or risk category for it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically correct as per the norms of scientific case report
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and are a mixture of recent and past literature evidence of similar pathology
	

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


	The language used in English in a simple and easily readable form, acceptable in schorlarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The reason for operative intervention in an elderly patient having multiple Gastric perforations but who is clinically stable is not well explained

2. The cause of such multiple Gastric perforations should have been mentioned and discussed in the Discussion part.

3. No attempt has been made in the manuscript to diagnose the cause, nor a follow-up plan

4. CT Images could have been more clear, specific, and marked for enhanced understanding
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