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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.


	Overall, this is interesting research on an important topic. The study provides evidence-based information regarding anticonvulsant activity of Securidaca longepedunculata.
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	Assessment of the anticonvulsant effect of Securidaca longepedunculata (Fresen) and the involvement of flumazenil, amphetamine and chlorpromazine using mice model
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	Comment #1 In the objective section, change the subtitle “objective” to “Background”. Also, add a few sentences regarding convulsion and Securidaca longepedunculata.
Comment #2 In the materials and methods section, add a few sentences on experimental design and treatment protocol.
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