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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 work has a significant value to the scientific community because it presents complete evidence to prove the pharmacological and toxicological profile of Hunteria umbellata seed extract. The study fills the gap between anthomemedical assertion and confirmed pharmacological evidence by combining GC -MS phytochemical analysis with acute toxicity analysis and experimental anti-ulcer analysis. Its results demonstrate a number of bioactive compounds, including citral, trans-2, 7-dimethyl-4, 6- octadien-2-ol and fatty acids, which are involved in antioxidant, anti-inflammatory and gastroprotective processes, and thus provide insights on new natural-product drugs development. Furthermore, its ability to prove high safety margins and moderate anti-ulcer effects puts in place a base of datasets that may be utilized to inform future isolation, formulation and clinical investigations of H. umbellata and similar herbal agents.
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	The title of the article suitable 

An alternative title :
GC‑MS Profiling, Acute Toxicity, and Anti‑Ulcer Activity of the Methanolic Seed Extract of Hunteria umbellata.
	

	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 is largely complete but can be improved for conciseness and clarity. It already includes the aim, methods, key findings, and conclusion. However, a few short suggestions will make it more polished and aligned with best practices :​​

· Add a brief background sentence to highlight the research gap or relevance of Hunteria umbellata in traditional medicine.

· Reduce repetition of GC–MS results and present only the main compounds (e.g., citral, trans‑2,7‑dimethyl‑4,6‑octadien‑2‑ol).

· Mention the experimental model (ethanol-induced ulcer in rats) earlier in the methods.

· Keep the results concise, summarizing only significant findings without numeric overload.

· Strengthen the conclusion by linking the results to antioxidant and anti‑inflammatory mechanisms and noting the extract’s development potential.
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	The manuscript scientifically correct
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	The manuscript includes a references that are scientifically relevant.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical issues apparent in this manuscript.
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