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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is timely written because of the current trend of medicalisation of cannabis, while its psychoactive effect is still a cause of concern among drug abusers. Furthermore, PD is a disease that has limited options for care and having an alternative will go a long way in its management, as this research has the potential to be replicated among humans
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Nil problem
	

	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.


	1. The abstract is better of a structured type with introduction, Aim, methodology, results and conclusion
2. The last keyword “reserpine induced” appears incomplete. Kindly complete it or get a substitute

3. Rodent is a term for mice and related small mammals like squirrels, which stick to mice rather than rodents

4. The study design or type, as well as the analysis, were not mentioned

5. “Parkinson's disease (PD) is a continuous and severe neurological decline that primarily impacts the substantia nigra (SN) and locus coeruleus” Please rephrase is a neurological disorder rather than a decline
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, kindly refer to the corrections below.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is well cited as most references were within the last 10years
	

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


	The English is fair enough
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. While the neurobehavioral aspect of PD was well introduced, the neurochemical and histoarchitectural aspects were not elaborated on.
2. Why PD? The introduction was devoid of telling us the prevalence of PD as well as the morbidity and mortality, and the incidence as well as the trend, i.e. whether increasing or decreasing

3. The researcher has done commendable work by having multiple groups and different doses of the cannabis derivatives. It will be important to report whether they have conducted individual assessments for each derivative and dose, and which one has the greater impact on the PD induced by reserpine.
4. The conclusion is too scanty

5. What are the strengths and limitations
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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