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	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 contributes to the scientific community by providing valuable insights into the neuroprotective effects of vitamin C and E against Rohypnol-induced neurotoxicity in the amygdala. Given the increasing misuse of Rohypnol and its detrimental effects on brain function, this study highlights potential therapeutic interventions to mitigate oxidative stress and neuroinflammation. The findings are particularly significant for neuroscience, pharmacology, and toxicology research, as they offer evidence supporting the role of antioxidants in preserving myelin integrity and oligodendrocyte function. Furthermore, this study paves the way for future clinical and translational research exploring antioxidant-based therapies for drug-induced neurotoxicity.
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