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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 insights into the neurochemical and oxidative stress–related mechanisms underlying epilepsy by simultaneously evaluating key neurotransmitters, biochemical markers, and antioxidant status in affected patients.
2. By demonstrating significant alterations in dopamine and serotonin levels alongside changes in oxidative and nitrosative stress markers, the study helps to clarify the complex interplay between neurotransmitter dysregulation and oxidative damage in epilepsy.
3. These findings contribute to a better understanding of disease pathophysiology and may support the identification of novel biomarkers for disease monitoring and therapeutic response.
4. Moreover, the results highlight potential targets for adjunctive antioxidant-based interventions, thereby offering translational relevance for both clinical practice and future neurological research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	1. Yes, the title is scientifically appropriate and relevant.
	

	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.


	1. Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and scientifically sound.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and largely correct, and it is consistent with current knowledge in neuropharmacology, clinical biochemistry, and epilepsy research.
2. The study design, selection of biomarkers, analytical methods, and interpretation of results are appropriate and logically aligned with the stated objectives. 
3. The findings regarding altered dopamine and serotonin levels, increased oxidative and nitrosative stress and reduced antioxidant defenses (vitamin E and glutathione) are biologically plausible 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.
	1. Yes, the references used in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and scientifically appropriate, and they adequately support the background, methodology, results, and discussion.
	

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


	1. The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication, as the scientific concepts, methodology, and findings are clearly conveyed. The terminology used is appropriate for the fields of neurology, biochemistry, and clinical research, and the overall structure follows standard academic conventions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

1. No major ethical issues are evident, but important ethical clarifications should be explicitly stated to fully meet international publication standards.
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