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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.
	This study was aimed at ascertaining the neuroprotective effects of Vigna unguiculata on adult male Wistar rats following lead induced neurotoxicity. The authors have used 25 male Wistar Rats weighing between 70-120g , being randomly selected into five groups of five animals each (A to E). This present study has established that ethanolic extract of cowpea(Vigna unguiculata) at appropriate doses was able to ameliorate the effect of lead on the hippocampus and may likely be beneficial to the population in areas exposed to lead poisoning. Hypocampu was affected.  Histochemical results revealed that exposure to 15 mg/kg of lead acetate resulted in densely packed neurons with reduced Nissl substance, indicative of cytoplasmic condensation and impaired protein synthesis associated with neurotoxicity. Co-administration of cowpea extract demonstrated a dose-dependent restorative effect.
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