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	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.


	The manuscript addresses an important and sensitive area of neurodevelopmental research by examining the combined effects of prenatal stress and paroxetine exposure on offspring brain architecture and neurochemical markers. The study is extensive in scope, covering immunohistochemical, histological, and sex-specific outcomes across key hippocampal regions. While the experimental design is largely sound and the topic is relevant, the manuscript would benefit from careful language polishing, improved clarity in result interpretation, and minor restructuring to enhance readability and scientific communication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
The title is generally appropriate and reflects the core content of the study, including the experimental approach and focus on offspring outcomes following prenatal paroxetine exposure.

Minor suggestion (optional):
The title may be slightly improved for clarity by correcting capitalization and grammar, for example:
“Immunohistochemical and Histological Evaluation of Neurodevelopmental and Neurocognitive Changes in the Offspring of Depressed Mice Administered Paroxetine Prenatally.”

	

	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 covers the experimental design, treatment groups, and major findings; however, it would benefit from revision for clarity and flow. Several sentences are lengthy and difficult to follow, which may obscure the key outcomes.
I recommend briefly clarifying:

· The main objective of the study in one concise sentence

· The most significant biological findings (rather than listing many markers)

· A clearer concluding statement emphasizing the overall implication of the results

These changes would improve readability without altering the scientific content.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a methodological and experimental standpoint, the study appears scientifically sound. The use of the CUMS model, prenatal drug exposure, sex-based analysis, and multiple neurobiological markers is appropriate for addressing the stated objectives. Ethical approval is clearly mentioned, and standard protocols have been followed for immunohistochemistry, histology, and statistical analysis.
However, some sections particularly in the Results and Discussion would benefit from clearer wording to avoid misinterpretation of otherwise valid findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is extensive and includes a good number of recent and relevant studies, including works published within the last 3-5 years. The references appropriately cover prenatal stress, antidepressant exposure, neuroinflammation, and hippocampal plasticity.
No major additions are required, though careful formatting and consistency checks are advised.
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate to substantial language editing. While the scientific intent is clear, grammatical errors, repetitive phrasing, and occasional awkward sentence constructions reduce readability. Professional language editing is strongly recommended to improve clarity and presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Figures are informative but would benefit from clearer captions and consistent labeling.

  The discussion section is rich in content but could be streamlined to reduce repetition.

  Minor typographical and formatting inconsistencies should be addressed throughout the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NA
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