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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 manuscript contributes valuable knowledge to the limited literature on primary gastric leiomyosarcoma by highlighting its diagnostic challenges, clinical features, and management. It underscores the importance of differentiating it from similar tumors like GISTs through detailed histopathological evaluation. The case offers practical guidance for clinicians and emphasizes the need for further research to establish standardized treatment protocols.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it accurately reflects the rare nature and case-based format of the article.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive, covering the background, clinical presentation, diagnostic process, surgical management, and adjuvant therapy. It effectively highlights the rarity of primary gastric leiomyosarcoma and the importance of histopathological and immunohistochemical evaluation. The inclusion of treatment details and emphasis on a multimodal approach enhances its clinical relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the information provided. It presents a rare case of primary gastric leiomyosarcoma with appropriate diagnostic and pathological evaluation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript appear sufficient and cover a range of relevant case reports, reviews, and studies focused on gastric leiomyosarcoma and its diagnostic challenges.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and appropriately technical for a medical audience. However, some sentences could be simplified for better readability, and a few sections contain complex phrasing that might benefit from minor editing to improve flow and clarity. Overall, it meets the standards expected in academic publishing with only minor polishing recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Your manuscript presents a thorough and well-documented case of a rare primary gastric leiomyosarcoma. The overall structure is logical and comprehensive, and the clinical and pathological details are clearly conveyed. However, to improve the clarity, conciseness, and professionalism of the manuscript for publication, here are few suggestions:
1. The manuscript uses overly complex language in certain sections, which should be simplified for better clarity. 
2. There is noticeable redundancy and repetition, especially between the abstract, introduction, and discussion, which could be reduced. 
3. Some inconsistencies in tense appear throughout the text and should be standardized to the past tense when reporting the case. 
4. Reference numbers should be appropriately cited within the text to ensure clear attribution and facilitate verification.
5. The figure number is not included within the text, which makes it harder for readers to correlate the information with the corresponding images.
6. If possible, add 2-3 more refined keywords which are relevant and specific to improve the article’s visibility.
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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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