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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 Book chapter is valuable to the scientific community by synthesising the role of EEG monitoring in ICU settings, particularly emphasising non-conclusive seizures. It bridges gaps between practical implementation, highlighting cEEG’s utility for early detection of treatable conditions such as NCSE, PEDs, and ischemia, which recent reviews confirm improve neurological outcomes when addressed promptly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is suitable, precise and specific.
	

	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.

	Abstract is comprehensive. Add prevalence stats (eg, NCSz in 8-48% of comatose patients) with citations, specify cEEG duration guidelines.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	This manuscript is scientifically correct. Minor issues include overrating rEEG limitations without noting modern qEEG improvements; aetiologies like post-TBI seizures, less than 1% are due to propylaxis, need updated incidence from recent research papers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient in quantity; web links (references 1-4) are not suitable for research work. Recent gaps: No post-2020 reviews on qEEG/AI advances or COVID-19 ICU EEG data.
	

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

	

English is adequate, but include correction of grammatical errors and typos.
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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 details)
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