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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 clinically relevant issue in pediatric neurology and dermatology, namely cutaneous adverse drug reactions (cADRs) associated with anti-seizure medications among children. Data from sub-Saharan Africa on this topic are relatively limited, and the prospective observational design adds value by providing real-world evidence from a tertiary hospital setting. The findings contribute to better understanding of drug safety profiles, particularly for aromatic anti-seizure medications, and underscore the importance of early monitoring and caregiver counseling in pediatric epilepsy management. Overall, the study provides useful epidemiological and clinical insights that are applicable to similar low- and middle-income healthcare settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content of the study. It clearly specifies the population (children), the exposure (anti-seizure medications), the outcome (cutaneous adverse drug reactions), and the study setting. No change is required.
	

	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 manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design is appropriate for the stated objectives, and the methodology is clearly described. Inclusion and exclusion criteria are reasonable, and the process for identifying and managing cutaneous adverse drug reactions is adequately outlined. Data analysis using descriptive statistics is suitable given the observational nature of the study. The results are presented clearly and are consistent with the study objectives. The discussion appropriately contextualizes the findings within existing literature and provides plausible explanations for observed patterns, particularly regarding the predominance of aromatic anti-seizure medications as causative agents.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The references are sufficient in number and include a good balance of classical and recent literature. Several cited studies from the last five years strengthen the relevance of the manuscript. The reference list adequately supports the background, discussion, and conclusions. No essential references appear to be missing, although inclusion of additional recent systematic reviews on antiepileptic drug hypersensitivity could be considered optional rather than mandatory.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The overall language quality is acceptable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear and readable. However, minor grammatical and typographical errors are present, particularly related to subject–verb agreement and article usage. A careful language editing or proofreading step is recommended to improve fluency and ensure consistency in tense and terminology throughout the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript would benefit from a brief limitations subsection, either at the end of the discussion or before the conclusion. Explicitly acknowledging limitations such as the single-center design and relatively small number of cADR cases would further strengthen the transparency and credibility of the study. Additionally, standardization of percentages in tables and figures (e.g., consistent decimal places) would improve presentation quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor Revision

The manuscript is scientifically robust and clinically relevant. The suggested revisions are mainly related to clarity, language polishing, and minor structural enhancements, and do not require additional data collection.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are identified. Ethical approval from the University of Port Harcourt Teaching Hospital Ethics Committee is clearly stated, and the study appears to have been conducted in accordance with accepted ethical standards for research involving children.
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