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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it highlights the comparative risks of adverse
drug reactions (ADRs) associated with anti-gastroenterology agents, particularly in patients with
comorbidities. Understanding these risks is crucial for improving patient safety and guiding clinical
decision-making. By addressing this issue, the study contributes to more informed treatment
approaches and better management of drug-related complications.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes

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

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

NA

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

No add some more reference

Minor REVISION comments

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

Few English and grammar correction require

Optional/General comments

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

editors):

The manuscript presents a valuable analysis; however, there are some areas where English grammar
and phrasing could be improved for clarity and flow. For instance, certain sentences could be
restructured to avoid repetition and improve readability. Additionally, attention should be given to verb
tense consistency and the use of prepositions to ensure precision in language. Overall, refining the text
will enhance the manuscript's impact and readability for the scientific community.
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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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