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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 manuscript provides valuable evidence on the metabolic effects of levetiracetam monotherapy in children with epilepsy, a relatively underexplored area compared with enzyme-inducing antiepileptic drugs.
2. By demonstrating a modest but significant decline in serum calcium and vitamin D over six months, it highlights the need for vigilance regarding bone health even with newer, non–enzyme-inducing AEDs.
3. The findings are particularly important in the Indian context, where baseline vitamin D deficiency is highly prevalent, and may inform both clinicians and policymakers in optimizing long-term epilepsy management.
4. Furthermore, the study adds to the global body of literature by clarifying the safety profile of levetiracetam and underscoring the importance of biochemical monitoring during pediatric antiepileptic therapy.
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1. Effect of Levetiracetam Monotherapy on Serum Calcium, Vitamin D, and Seizure Control in Children with Epilepsy: A Longitudinal Observational Study.
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	      Based on the details provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct.
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	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in clear, formal, and professional academic English, with well-structured sections and logical flow from introduction to conclusion. The terminology used is appropriate for the field of neurology and pharmacology, and abbreviations are properly defined.
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