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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	Sarcopenic obesity seems to be a hot topic for chronic diseases. Peptic ulcer and its connection with sarcopenic obesity has not been thoroughly evaluated. Thus such a study is needed. Nevetheless the current study has significant drowbacks that could be improved with a more thorough analysis.
	

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

	Sarcopenic obesity in patients with peptic ulcer in Lomé, Togo might be sufficient
	

	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.

	Data should be better defined How many patients were obese, how many had normal weight and how many were underweight Then sarcopenic obesity and sarcopenia in general should be provided Logistic regression anlysis results should provide OR apart from p-value Conclusions section might be reduced in size.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Data on gastric and duodenal ulcer should be also analyzed separately because pathogegesis of them seems to differ.Why authors have selected a three month period A whole year would be better because their a seasonal difference in ulcer epidemiology Power of the study should be calculated It should be stated that neoplasia has been excluded Also significant comorbidities should be excluded or an assimilation should be attempted Was cirrhosis an exclusion criterion? What about severe heart failure? A separate aanlysis for H. pylori positive , NSAIDs related and indefinite ulcers should be made.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Choi Y, et al Sarcopenia is Independently Associated with an Increased Risk of Peptic Ulcer Disease: A Nationwide Population-Based Study Medicina (Kaunas) 2020 Mar 11;56(3):121
Wang YH, et al. Sarcopenia provides extra value outside the PULP score for predicting mortality in older patients with perforated peptic ulcers BMC Geriatrics 2023;23:269

	

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

	
Language needs thorough revision

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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