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	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 provides scientifically relevant data on the gastroprotective and antioxidative properties of Portulaca oleracea extract using an ethanol-induced ulcer model in Wistar rats. Gastric ulcer remains a major global health burden, and there is increasing scientific interest in plant-based therapeutic alternatives with fewer side effects. The study contributes valuable evidence on the phytochemical composition, safety profile, and biological efficacy of P. oleracea, thereby supporting its potential use in phytomedicine and anti-ulcer drug development. The findings are important for researchers working on natural products, inflammation biology, oxidative stress, and gastrointestinal therapeutics
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title effectively describes the key elements of the 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 is well structured and provides a clear summary of the study.
Minor improvements suggested:

· Include at least one quantitative result (e.g., % reduction in ulcer index) to strengthen impact.

· Review for minor grammatical corrections and sentence shortening.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust.

· The methods are appropriate and justified.

· Experimental design is suitable.

· Results are consistent and logically interpreted.

· Figures and tables support the conclusions.

Minor concerns:
· Some formulas appear duplicated and should be cleaned for clarity.

· A few methodological descriptions are overly detailed.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list is adequate and includes recent (2020–2025) citations.
	

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


	The English is understandable but requires minor language polishing to improve clarity, flow, grammar, and reduce redundancy
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