Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Neuropsychiatric Disease Journal 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_INDJ_132743

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Neuro-modulatory Potency of Sinapic acid in tramadol hydrochloride excessive exposure induced Anxiety-like Behavior, Neuro-Inflammatory cytokine, oxidative, and morphological damage in the pre-frontal cortex in rats’ model.

	Type of the Article
	


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	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.


	This manuscript is important for understanding tramadol-induced neurotoxicity and the potential neuroprotective role of sinapic acid. It highlights oxidative and inflammatory damage in the prefrontal cortex, addressing concerns over chronic tramadol use. The findings support sinapic acid as a therapeutic candidate, paving the way for future research on neuroprotection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Neuro-modulatory Potency of Sinapic Acid in Tramadol Hydrochloride Excessive Exposure Induced Anxiety-like Behavior, Neuro-Inflammatory Cytokine, Oxidative, and Morphological Damage in the Pre-Frontal Cortex in Rats’ Model," is informative but overly long and complex.
Suggested Alternative Titles:

1. Neuroprotective Effects of Sinapic Acid Against Tramadol-Induced Oxidative and Inflammatory Damage in the Prefrontal Cortex

2. Sinapic Acid Mitigates Tramadol-Induced Neurotoxicity: Behavioral, Biochemical, and Histological Insights


	

	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 comprehensive but can be improved for clarity. It should explicitly state the study’s objective and include numerical data for key findings. Simplifying complex sentences, removing redundancy, and briefly mentioning the statistical methods would enhance readability. Adding a brief mechanistic insight into sinapic acid’s neuroprotective role would also strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with a well-defined hypothesis, methodology, and relevant biochemical assessments. It effectively highlights the neurotoxic effects of tramadol and the protective role of sinapic acid. However, a thorough review of the statistical analysis, data interpretation, and reference accuracy is essential to ensure validity. Minor refinements in terminology, result presentation, and discussion of mechanisms could further strengthen its scientific rigor.
	

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

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


	The article is well-structured and scientifically sound, but the language needs refinement for clarity and scholarly precision. Some sentences are grammatically incorrect or awkwardly phrased, requiring revision for better readability. Consistency in terminology, abbreviation usage, and formatting should also be improved. Moderate editing is needed to enhance grammatical accuracy and ensure a polished academic tone.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	Based on the provided abstract, there are no obvious ethical concerns if the study adhered to standard ethical guidelines for animal research. However, the manuscript should explicitly mention:

1. Ethical Approval – A statement confirming approval from an institutional ethics review board.

2. Animal Welfare – Compliance with ethical guidelines for animal handling (e.g., ARRIVE guidelines or relevant institutional/national regulations).


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, there are no competing interest issues in this manuscript. The declaration clearly states that the authors have no known financial or personal relationships that could influence the work. Additionally, the "Competing Interests Disclaimer" reinforces this statement, ensuring transparency and adherence to ethical standards.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Nil
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