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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 manuscript provides valuable evidence on the therapeutic potential of cannabidiol (CBD) and tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) in Parkinson’s disease, particularly for non-motor symptoms such as anxiety and cognitive impairment. By combining behavioral, neurochemical, and histological analyses, it offers a comprehensive understanding of cannabinoid-mediated neuroprotection. The findings contribute to the growing body of research on the endocannabinoid system as a target for neurodegenerative disorders. Overall, it lays a strong foundation for future translational and clinical studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is scientifically accurate and comprehensive, but it is somewhat lengthy and could be made more concise for better readability and impact.
Suggested alternative titles:
1. Cannabidiol and Tetrahydrocannabinol Modulate Neurobehavioral and Neuroprotective Changes in a Reserpine-Induced Parkinson’s Disease Model 

2. Neuroprotective Effects of Cannabidiol and Tetrahydrocannabinol in a Mouse Model of Parkinson’s Disease 

3. Effects of Cannabidiol and Tetrahydrocannabinol on Behavioral and Neurochemical Alterations in Experimental Parkinson’s Disease

	

	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 presents the aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion of the study. However, a few refinements could improve its clarity and impact.

· Add: Brief mention of key neurochemical (e.g., serotonin changes) and histoarchitectural findings to better reflect the full scope of the study. 

· Clarify: Include one or two main cognitive outcomes (e.g., improvement in novel object recognition) for balance alongside anxiety results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and well-structured, with appropriate use of a reserpine-induced Parkinson’s disease model, relevant behavioural tests, and integration of neurochemical and histological analyses. The methodology, including group allocation, dosing, and statistical analysis, is largely appropriate and supports the study objectives.

However, a few aspects require clarification or improvement to strengthen scientific rigor. These include clearer reporting of dopamine results (as Parkinson’s disease is primarily dopaminergic), better justification of selected doses, and more precise discussion of mechanisms (e.g., avoiding overgeneralization of serotonin as the primary pathway). Additionally, minor inconsistencies in methodology description, language refinement, and deeper discussion of limitations (such as small sample size and lack of molecular assays) would enhance the manuscript.

Overall, the study is scientifically valid, but with minor revisions, it can be significantly strengthened for publication.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  Recent systematic review on cannabinoids in Parkinson’s disease (2023) 

  Review on cannabinoid receptor mechanisms in PD (2024) 

  Updated overview of CBD in Parkinson’s disease (2024) 

  Preclinical meta-analysis of cannabinoids in PD models (2022) 
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and emerging area in neuropharmacology, particularly the potential role of cannabinoids in managing both motor and non-motor symptoms of Parkinson’s disease. The study design is well-organized, and the integration of behavioural, neurochemical, and histological assessments is a notable strength. The findings are promising and contribute meaningfully to the growing body of evidence on cannabinoid-based therapeutics.

However, the manuscript would benefit from improved clarity and conciseness in writing, particularly by reducing repetition and refining language. Greater emphasis on dopamine-related findings, clearer mechanistic explanations, and a more detailed discussion of limitations would further strengthen the scientific quality. Additionally, minor formatting and consistency issues should be addressed to enhance overall readability.

Overall, this is a valuable study with good publication potential following minor to moderate revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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