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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.


	Addresses an important gap in understanding of dietary interventions for Konzo. A neurological disorder dependent on bitter cassava. 

Study provides a practical nutritional strategy. Suitable for low-resource settings. Valuable  knowledge of the role of sulphur-rich amino acids in cyanide detoxification. 

Open new avenues for exploring cost-effective, food-based interventions against diet-related neurotoxicity. 

Overall, Good work.  Good experimental evidence. 

Strengthens the link between nutrition, toxicology, and neuroprotection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. 
Can be also: 

Eggshell and Brown Bean Supplementation Mitigates Spinal Cord Neurodegeneration in a Rat Model of Cassava-Induced Konzo
	

	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.


	Generally comprehensive.  

Outlines the background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusion in a logical flow. 

States (clearly) the intervention (eggshell and brown bean supplement) and the experimental model used. 

Scope of improvement ( 

1. In methods the groups and interventions are mentioned. Okay. But try to mention briefly the type of analysis (qualitative histological assessment). I found. no quantitative data were collected.

2. In results, description is clear. But a little too condensed. Expand a little keeping word limits in mind. Words / expressions like “remarkably” ( can be substituted by something a little neutral scientifically. 

3. Good Conclusion. But suggesting to underline/ stress the translational potential more explicitly & clearly. Say for example ( These findings suggest that simple dietary interventions may have practical value in populations at risk of Konzo.

4. Keywords  are okay. But suggesting to add “Nutritional neuroprotection” or “Dietary intervention” . It will help ease search of readers. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically sound in design and also, interpretation. The logic of linking cyanogenic glycosides in cassava, sulphur amino acid deficiency, and neurodegeneration is properly supported by literature. 

The experimental approach (rat model) is appropriate. 

Histological findings matches with pathology of Konzo. 

The discussion connects the results to prior studies (literature) and provides satisfactory explanations.

Some limitations wer observed by this reviewer. 

Study  based only on qualitative histological observations without quantitative or behavioral data. 

This point reduces the strength of the conclusions made by the authors.

No doubt, the  findings are promising. But authors need to be very careful in extrapolating it straight away to human populations.


	

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

But, some suggestions. 

1. The study is qualitative.  So, authors may try citing work(s) show quantitative behavioral or neurochemical outcomes in cassava-fed models. I will share an example below:

Konzo: From Poverty, Cassava, and Cyanogen Intake to Toxico-Nutritional Neurological Disease

· Hipólito Nzwalo ,

· Julie Cliff

· Published: June 28, 2011

· https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001051
2. To further strenten / reinforce the biochemical rationale and logic for sulphur amino acids in cyanide metabolism author may cite this as below: 

Ernesto M, Cardoso AP, Nicala D, Mirione E, Massaza F, Cliff J, Haque MR, Bradbury JH. Persistent konzo and cyanogen toxicity from cassava in northern Mozambique. Acta Trop. 2002 Jun;82(3):357-62. doi: 10.1016/s0001-706x(02)00042-6. PMID: 12039675.
3.  Also , the authors may think of stressing / underlining the phenomenon of  dietary (role in) neuroprotection and cite this as below: 
              Bhatnagar, Shinjini, and Sunita Taneja. "Zinc and cognitive development." British journal of nutrition 85.S2 (2001): S139-S145

	

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


	Language  understandable. 

However a few suggestions: 

1.  “Twenty-five adults female Wistar rats” – suggesting to write (  “Twenty-five adult female Wistar rats”.

2.  “eggshell and brown beans” and “eggshell + bean supplement” – these two things are used interchangeably. Good if authors can use any one throughout the script. 

3. Avoid using these informal or somewhat subjective words like  “remarkably” in the abstract or  “clear signs of neurodegeneration” in the discussion. Some words – more neutral or scientific would be good..


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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 details)
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