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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 discusses a clinically significant topic, as early prognostic evaluation of comatose patients is vital for treatment guidance, family counseling, and predicting neurological outcomes. Neuron Specific Enolase (NSE) is recognized as a key biomarker for neuronal injury, and its link to electrolyte disturbances provides insights into metabolic changes during coma. This study contributes valuable data that may assist clinicians in risk stratification, thereby enhancing the existing literature on biochemical indicators in neurocritical care.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	1. The existing title is appropriate and accurately represents the primary variables under investigation.
	

	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. Provide precise numerical values for NSE and electrolyte findings to enhance clarity.

2. Add brief statistical outcomes (p-values, confidence intervals).

3. Clarify the study design (e.g., cross-sectional, observational).

4. Improve the conclusion to reflect the primary clinical implication more precisely.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A few areas need improvement 

1. The methodology section should describe inclusion/exclusion criteria more clearly.

2. Statistical analysis details are limited, please specify tests used, significance thresholds, and any confounder adjustments.

3. Interpretation should be more cautious, avoiding overgeneralization based on a limited sample size.

4. Discuss potential limitations such as sample size, single-center design, and lack of outcome correlation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include relevant literature but are somewhat outdated. To improve scholarly rigor, add more recent sources 
	

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


	The English language is understandable but requires moderate editing for clarity, grammar, and academic tone. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	I. Figures and tables should be labeled more clearly with appropriate legends.

II. The discussion section would benefit from deeper comparison with existing literature.

III. Consider adding a short section on clinical implications.

IV. Add a limitations subsection for transparency.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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