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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 paper shares some interesting new evidence about the anti convultion properties of Cocos nucifera water. It reveals that increasing doses can help reduce both how long seizures last and how quickly they start in Wister rats PTZ-induced seizures. It fills an important need in treating epilepsy by showing that this water can protect the brain significantly lowering death rates from 100 % in group controls to just 33% at a 10 ml/Kg dose of while arriving for normal weight gain and no side effects the results suggests way this works possibly through antioxidants like quarsitin and essential minerals such as potassium and magnesium. This could offer safer options the traditional epilepsy medications especially for over 50 million people worldwide who have limited access to such treatments. This research contributes to our understanding of natural remedies by comparing its effectiveness to diazepam laying the groundwork for more studies on how it works and how it might be used in clinical settings.
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	· Include specific values (e.g., seizure duration reduced from 2644 ± 124 s (control) to 1995 ± 70 s at 10 ml/kg; mortality from 100% to 33%) to strengthen evidence without tables.
· Add " (p < 0.05)" after key results for rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
· Methods follow standard protocols.​

· Results show logical dose-dependency 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference are sufficient 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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