Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Medical and Pharmaceutical Sciences 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRIMPS_150704

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Immunohistochemistry and Histology of Neurodevelopmental and Neurocognitive changes in the Offspring of Depressed mice Administered Paroxetine prenatally

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments
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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 study provides valuable insights into the combined effects of prenatal stress and antidepressant exposure on offspring brain development. The findings contribute to understanding the neuroimmune, neurogenic, and apoptotic alterations associated with gestational depression and SSRI treatment. Importantly, the work highlights sex-dependent and dose-dependent neurobiological responses, which are often underexplored in preclinical neuropsychiatric research. These results may inform future experimental and clinical studies on the safety and neurodevelopmental implications of antidepressant use during pregnancy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and focus of the study.


	

	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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive and summarizes the objectives, methodology, and main findings. However, minor language refinement is recommended for clarity and grammar. Additionally, explicitly stating the key biomarkers studied (IBA-1, BDNF, PARV, BAX, BCL-2) in a more structured manner would further enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, stress induction model, dosing regimen, immunohistochemical techniques, and statistical analyses are appropriate and well described. The interpretations of results are generally consistent with the data presented and supported by relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and include recent literature up to 2024–2025. The citation list adequately supports the background, methodology, and discussion. No critical references appear to be missing.
	

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


	The scientific content is understandable; however, the manuscript requires moderate to major language editing. There are frequent grammatical errors, typographical issues, and awkward sentence constructions that should be corrected to improve readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consistent terminology (e.g., dentate gyrus spelling, CA regions) should be maintained throughout the manuscript.

Figures are informative, but figure legends could be streamlined for clarity.

Language editing by a professional scientific editor is strongly recommended before final acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. Ethical approval is clearly stated, including the approval number and institutional affiliation. Animal handling procedures comply with standard ethical guidelines.
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