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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and practical public health issue related to childhood febrile seizures, focusing on parental knowledge, first-aid practices, and influencing factors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title does not fully or accurately reflect the scope and methodology of the study. The term “family cognitive coping ability” implies an assessment of psychological coping or resilience; however, the manuscript primarily evaluates parental knowledge of febrile seizures, family first-aid awareness, and intended emergency response behaviors using a self-designed questionnaire. No validated coping or psychological assessment tools were used.

The authors are encouraged to revise the title accordingly, for example:

“A Cross-Sectional Survey of Parental Knowledge and Home Emergency Response Practices for Childhood Febrile Seizures”
	

	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 lacks a brief introductory background explaining the rationale for conducting this study. It begins directly with the objective without outlining the clinical or public health problem that necessitates the research. In addition, the study design (cross-sectional survey) is not explicitly stated in the abstract. The use of the term “cognitive abilities” is not clear and not clearly operationalized. The abstract should be revised to include a concise background, explicitly state the study design, and ensure consistency between terminology and measured variables.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Relevant
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list contains a duplicate citation and includes some studies that are only indirectly relevant to the study objectives. The references should be reviewed for relevance, duplication, and formatting consistency.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Introduction provides a general overview of febrile seizures and parental anxiety but lacks a clear analytical argument identifying specific gaps in existing literature. The concept of “coping ability” is repeatedly mentioned without a clear definition or theoretical framework. The authors should strengthen the Introduction by clearly stating what aspects of parental knowledge or behavior remain insufficiently studied and how the present study addresses these gaps.

Although the Methods describe questionnaire-based data collection at a single time point, the study design is not explicitly identified as a cross-sectional study. For transparency and reporting standards, the authors should clearly state the study design.

The manuscript relies on a self-designed questionnaire; however, no information is provided regarding its validation or reliability. There is no report of content validity, internal consistency (e.g., Cronbach’s alpha), or pilot testing. In addition, the scoring system and interpretation of “medium–low” knowledge levels are not justified. This significantly limits the methodological rigor and interpretability of the findings.

While informed consent is mentioned, the manuscript does not specify approval by an institutional ethics committee or provide an approval number. This should be clearly stated to meet ethical reporting requirements.

The classification of knowledge levels as “medium–low” appears subjective, as no cut-off criteria or reference standards are provided. Additionally, regression analysis includes a medical background variable with a very small subgroup size (n=5), which may affect the stability of the estimates and should be interpreted with caution.

Conclusions and implications should be more closely aligned with the actual variables assessed (knowledge and first-aid awareness).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None


	


Reviewer details:

Akanksha Nagar , Guru Kashi University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


