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	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.


	The manuscript investigates the potential anticonvulsant and neuroprotective properties of Cocos nucifera (coconut) water against pentylenetetrazol (PTZ)-induced seizures using a Wistar rat model. The authors report that pretreatment with coconut water for 14 days significantly reduced seizure duration and mortality rates in a dose-dependent manner when compared to an untreated control group. While the premise of exploring accessible, natural alternatives to standard antiepileptic drugs is highly relevant, the manuscript suffers from critical methodological flaws, severe data presentation errors, and highly questionable citations that must be addressed before the study can be considered scientifically sound.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 should mention the specific parameters measured to define "neuroprotection," as merely observing reduced mortality and seizure duration assesses anticonvulsant activity but does not directly prove neuroprotection at a cellular level without histological or biochemical evidence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are severe issues within the bibliography that suggest poor academic diligence:

· Irrelevant Citations: Fenta & Mekonnen (2024) is cited to support the search for "safe and effective alternatives of plants" , but the referenced article is titled "Microbial biofungicides as a substitute for chemical fungicides in the control of phytopathogens," which is entirely unrelated to epilepsy or neuroprotection.

· Irrelevant Citations: Hegde & Bhat (2024) is cited regarding magnesium decreasing neuronal hyperexcitability , but the actual paper is about "Cocos nucifera Waste-Derived High-Surface carbon for green energy storage".

· Duplication: The reference "Erukainure, O. L., & Chukwuma, C. I. (2024)" is listed twice in the bibliography.

· Future Dates: Several references are dated in the future, such as "Joffa et al., 2026" and "Kariuki & Newton, 2025", which compromises the integrity of the reference list.


	

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


	Yes, but requires formatting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	While the manuscript explores an interesting premise regarding the use of Cocos nucifera (coconut) water as a natural and accessible alternative for seizure management, the execution, data reporting, and academic integrity of the paper are fundamentally flawed. 
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