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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 important insights into the potential role of cannabinoids, specifically cannabidiol (CBD) and tetrahydrocannabinol (THC), in modulating both motor and non-motor symptoms of Parkinson’s disease. The findings demonstrate significant improvements in anxiety-like behaviour, cognitive performance, serotonin levels, and neuronal integrity in a reserpine-induced Parkinson’s model. Given the increasing interest in cannabinoid-based therapeutics, this work contributes to the growing body of evidence supporting their neuroprotective and neuromodulatory roles. It may serve as a foundation for future translational and clinical research targeting non-motor symptoms of Parkinson’s disease. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and findings of the study.

	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings.
Suggested improvements:
· Include a brief mention of sample size and study design
· Clarify statistical significance methods
· Add a more specific concluding statement highlighting translational relevance

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The use of a reserpine-induced Parkinson’s model is well-established, and the experimental design—including behavioural, neurochemical, and histological assessments—is robust. Statistical analysis using ANOVA with Tukey’s post-hoc test is appropriate for group comparisons.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include relevant foundational and recent studies. However, inclusion of a few more recent (2022–2024) studies on:
· Cannabinoids in Parkinson’s disease
· Neuroinflammation and oxidative stress pathways
would further strengthen the manuscript.

	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present and can be improved through careful proofreading or professional language editing.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider adding a limitations section, particularly addressing:
· Lack of molecular pathway analysis
· Short duration of treatment
· A brief future clinical relevance paragraph would enhance impact
· Figures could be improved with clearer legends and labeling

The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and addresses an important and emerging area in neuropharmacology. Minor revisions related to language, clarity, recent references, and ethical reporting will further enhance its quality and suitability for publication.
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