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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses the dual challenge of seizure management and cognitive decline, which remains a major limitation of current antiepileptic therapies.
2. This study provides novel preclinical evidence for a plant-based adjunct therapy that may preserve cognitive functions without compromising anticonvulsant efficacy.
3. The findings not only expand the pharmacological understanding of Piper methysticum but also open new avenues for the development of safer and more effective treatment strategies for epilepsy and its comorbidities.
4. This work contributes to bridging the gap between traditional medicinal knowledge and modern neurotherapeutics, highlighting its translational potential.
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“Neuroprotective Effects of Piper methysticum Against Phenytoin-Induced Cognitive Impairment in Mice”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, with an appropriate design, justified rationale, and relevant outcomes. It addresses an important clinical problem (antiepileptic drug-induced cognitive impairment) and provides novel evidence for a plant-based neuroprotective strategy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant but would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies on

1. Cognitive impairment in epilepsy
2. Antiepileptic drug-induced cognitive dysfunction
3. The neuroprotective/cognitive effects of Piper methysticum. Adding these will strengthen the manuscript’s scientific foundation and ensure it reflects current research trends. etc
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is coherent, well-structured, and uses appropriate scientific terminology
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