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	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 offers timely and region-specific insight into the prevalence of active Helicobacter pylori infection using the Urea Breath Test (UBT). It’s especially valuable because it focuses on active infection rather than seroprevalence, which has direct implications for treatment decisions and public health strategies. The findings could help clinicians in resource-limited settings make more informed choices about when and how to initiate eradication therapy. Overall, it’s a meaningful contribution to both gastroenterology and infectious disease research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative, but it could be refined slightly for an academic tone and greater clarity. A suggestion might be: “Prevalence of Active Helicobacter pylori Infection Among Dyspeptic Patients in Jos, Nigeria: A Urea Breath Test-Based Study.” 
	

	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 does a good job summarizing the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is well-conceived and methodologically sound. The use of UBT is appropriate and clearly justified. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are relevant, but a few are either outdated or incomplete. The manuscript would be strengthened by including more recent global studies or WHO guidelines on H. pylori management.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but the language could be polished. There are moments where grammar and phrasing feel a bit informal or unclear. Also, replacing informal citations (like Google Scholar links) with full journal references and DOIs would improve credibility.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable study with practical implications. Including more demographic breakdowns—like age or socioeconomic status, inclusion criteria and the statistical methods used will be more useful.
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