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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 reveals the anti-inflammatory and anti-ulcer potential of aqueous extract of fermented Prosopis africana  seeds (okpeye), which is a traditionally consumed African fermented food product. The study contributes to ethnopharmacology by scientifically validating traditional claims using well designed experimental models. Considering the increasing interest in functional foods and plant-based therapeutics, this research may provide preliminary evidence supporting the gastrointestinal protective effects of fermented plant products. The findings could serve as a foundation for further phytochemical, and clinical investigations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The sounds of title is suitable and reflects the content of the study.

However,  my Suggested alternative title:

“Evaluation of the Anti-Inflammatory and Anti-Ulcer Activities of Aqueous Extract of Fermented Prosopis africanaSeeds (Okpeye) in Experimental Rat Models”


	

	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 covers the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, I recommended some important points  :

Like;

· The sample size should be clearly stated.

· Statistical methods should be briefly mentioned.

· Quantitative results (ulcer index reduction percentages) may be added.

· Minor grammatical corrections are required.

· The conclusion should be more precise and avoid speculative statements such as “improve gastrointestinal health” without mechanistic evidence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design follows standard experimental models (indomethacin-induced ulcer and agar-induced paw oedema). However, some scientific concerns require attention:

* size of  (n=3 and n=4 per group)  Sample is relatively small.

* missing of Phytochemical characterization of the extract.

* mucus secretion, prostaglandin synthesis are not experimentally measured.

* lack of clarity in Some methodological descriptions.

* require clarity on Statistical reports (e.g., consistent use of SEM/SD).

Therefore, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable but I suggest, it requires revision to strengthen methodological clarity and interpretation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include some recent literature (2022–2025). However:

I recommended to add Updating and standardizing references.

	

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


	The manuscript requires editing I the following:
1. Grammatical errors, 
2.  Repetition, 
3. Inconsistent capitalization, 
4. Typographical errors, 
5. Sentence structure problems.
Finally, Professional English editing is recommended before acceptance.
	

	Optional/General comments


	i. Include phytochemical screening data.
ii.  Improve formatting of tables.

iii.  Clarify ulcer index formula presentation.

iv.  Improve consistency in reporting statistical significance.

v.  Avoid repetition in Discussion section. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

The authors have stated that NIH guidelines were followed and ethical approval was obtained. However:

· The ethical approval number should be clearly mentioned.
·  Name of the institutional ethics committee should be specified.
· Date of approval should be included.
I recommended , These details should be added for transparency.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are declared.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism detected based on review.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer: I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback
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