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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 is significant to the scientific community as it highlights the benefits of probiotics in neurological recovery following neurosurgery, offering a new therapeutic strategy to enhance outcomes in neurosurgical patients. This study's findings have the potential to have a significant impact on clinical practice, particularly in managing post-surgical complications and promoting cognitive and motor recovery. Furthermore, this research improves our understanding of the interaction between the brain and intestine, as well as its impact on neurological health, which could open up new possibilities for treating neurodegenerative diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article "The role of probiotics in neurological recovery: implications for neurosurgery" is appropriate because it accurately reflects the content of the article and highlights the importance of probiotics in neurological recovery after neurosurgery. However, another possibility would be to title 'Probiotics: a new approach to improve neurological recovery in neurosurgery', which would highlight the innovative aspect of the use of probiotics in this context.
	

	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 of the article is clear, but it needs improvement to better reflect the content of the article.

However, it is necessary to add a sentence to explain the mechanism of action of probiotics on the gut-brain axis and include a mention of specific results obtained in the studies mentioned, such as decreased infection rates and improved cognitive function.

While the current findings are encouraging, further well-designed clinical trials are necessary to fully understand the strain-specific and disease-specific effects of probiotics. should be deleted because it is a bit too general and could be included in the "Conclusion" or "Discussion" section.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, based on the information provided. It covers relevant and recent studies to support its claims, indicating a good understanding of the current state of research in this area. 

The proposed mechanisms of action for probiotics in neurological recovery, such as modulation of the gut-brain axis and reduction of neuroinflammation, are consistent with current scientific knowledge. 

The manuscript discusses the potential benefits and limitations of probiotics in neurosurgical recovery, suggesting a balanced and nuanced approach to the subject. 

Overall, from the text provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, but further examination would be necessary to confirm its accuracy.

	

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

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


	The language and quality of the article's English appear suitable for scientific communication, with some areas for improvement.

Strengths include:

· The author uses appropriate technical terms and jargon specific to the fields of neuroscience and microbiology.

· The writing is generally clear, and the author's message is conveyed effectively.

· The article follows a logical structure, making it easy to follow.

However, there are some minor errors in grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure. Some sentences are wordy or poorly worded, which may make them more difficult to understand.

Overall, the language and quality of the article's English are sufficient to effectively convey the author's message, but minor revisions could improve its suitability for scientific communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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