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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 provides region-specific data on the prevalence and pattern of cutaneous adverse drug reactions to Anti Seizure Medications (ASM) among children in a tertiary hospital setting. Such data are valuable in guiding clinicians in monitoring and counselling practices, especially in low- and middle-income countries where pharmacovigilance systems may not be robust. The documentation of severe reactions such as Stevens-Johnson Syndrome adds clinical significance. The study also reinforces the need for early follow-up during the initial weeks of ASM initiation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it may be slightly refined for clarity and grammatical correctness. 

Suggested alternative: Cutaneous Adverse Drug Reactions to Anti-Seizure Medications Among Children in a Tertiary Hospital in Rivers State, Nigeria: A Prospective Observational Study. Adding “Prospective Observational Study” strengthens methodological clarity.


	

	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 is structured and generally adequate. However, I suggest:

1. Clearly stating that this was a prospective observational study in the Methods section.

2. Including the total sample size (n=256) earlier in the Results for clarity.

3. Clarifying whether statistical tests were applied or if the study was purely descriptive.

4. Slight grammatical refinement (e.g., “ASMs were commenced” instead of “were commenced on ASMs”).

The conclusion could be slightly more cautious in tone, emphasizing that findings are specific to the study setting.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in general, but the following issues should be addressed:

Methodology Clarification
· It should be clarified whether all 256 children were prospectively followed for cADR occurrence or only those who presented with reactions were enrolled.

· Was causality assessment performed (e.g., Naranjo scale or WHO-UMC criteria)? This is important in ADR studies.

· Were alternative causes of rash systematically excluded?

Statistical Analysis
· The analysis appears purely descriptive.

· It would strengthen the paper if associations (e.g., age group vs type of drug, monotherapy vs polytherapy) were explored statistically.

· Confidence intervals for prevalence would improve scientific rigor.

Data Consistency
· There is inconsistency in the carbamazepine frequency (15 vs 16 in different sections).

· Percentages in Table 1 (e.g., male 67.9% vs 69.7% in text) should be harmonized.

· Minor typographical issues (e.g., “analysis using a descriptive statistics”) need correction.

Discussion
· The discussion compares prevalence but could expand on:

· The relatively high proportion of reactions occurring within 7 days.

· The limitations section is missing and should be added. Suggested limitations:

· Single-center study

· Small number of cADR cases

· Lack of causality scoring

· No long-term follow-up


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally appropriate and include some recent studies (2023–2024). However: 

More recent pharmacogenetic literature on carbamazepine-associated SJS could be added.

Ensure formatting consistency (some DOIs incorrectly formatted).

Overall, references are acceptable.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing.

Common issues: Subject-verb agreement errors / Repetition of phrases/ Inconsistent capitalization (e.g., ASMs vs ASM)


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important clinical question and has prospective data, but methodological clarifications, data consistency corrections, language editing, and addition of limitations are required before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Ethical approval was stated as obtained from the institutional Ethics Committee. However, the manuscript should specify:

Approval number

Whether informed consent was obtained from parents/guardians

Assent procedure (if applicable for older children)

No major ethical concerns are evident, but these clarifications are necessary.
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