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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.


	1. This research explains why people with epilepsy do not always take their medicine and why the treatment gap is common in Nigeria, a country where epilepsy is quite common but little research has been done. 

2. The details about the socio-demographic features, the methods of treatment used and cultural barriers experienced by people with epilepsy can be used to guide African governments and groups to plan effective health programs and policies. 

3. The results point out that problems with socio-cultural views, stigma and money can stop people from taking their treatments correctly, so extra efforts toward community awareness and better healthcare services are necessary. 

4. The article offers key findings that guide epilepsy care in parts of the world with few resources and it highlights the importance of considering both illness treatment and patient socio-economic needs for people with epilepsy.
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Epilepsy Treatment Gap in Nigeria: A Prospective Cross-Sectional Study of Socio-Demographic and Cultural Determinants
	

	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.


	In Methods section -  Add study location, period, key variables, and analysis type
In Results section -  Provide specific treatment gap percentage, main predictors, associations
In Conclusion section - Add actionable recommendations and emphasize impact

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes, the manuscript is sscientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient but not recent enough
1. The quality and relevance of the manuscript could be improved by updating the reference list with recent (in the past five years) studies about epilepsy treatment, sociocultural matters and interventions in Africa/Nigeria. 
2. Add recent WHO reports, systematic reviews and studies done in your area that will support the manuscript and make it up-to-date concerning the subject.
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