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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 research provided relevant perspective into the clinical and epidemiological profile of patients with neuropsychiatric disorders in a private clinic in the Eastern Amazon—an area that is often underrepresented in mental health research. By highlighting demographic patterns, diagnostic categories, and prescription trends, the research contributes to a better understanding of regional mental health needs in Brazil. Such specified data is crucial for informing public health policies, resource allocation, and culturally relevant mental health interventions. The research fills an important gap in literature and offers a foundation for future comparative studies across different regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, it is suitable
	

	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 is mostly comprehensive, and would benefit from the following suggestions:

· Please review for grammatical editing (e.g., "stood antidepressants" should be revised to “antidepressants were most prescribed”).

· It lacks specific methodological detail, such as the data collection period or sample selection criteria.

· The results could be presented more clearly with both percentages and actual numbers.

· The abstract does not mention the location (Eastern Amazon) early enough to emphasize the study’s regional relevance.

· It would benefit from including a brief conclusion statement about the implications or recommendations of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in intent but requires improvements in the areas of clarity (language), methodology, and statistical analysis to meet full scientific standards. These improvements are: 
1. Methodology Gaps:

· The manuscript lacks detail on inclusion/exclusion criteria, diagnostic criteria (e.g., DSM or ICD version), and statistical methods used.

· There is no explanation of how data were analyzed or whether any statistical significance testing was performed.

2. Data Interpretation:

· Results are primarily descriptive; there's limited analytical depth or interpretation of findings.

· No discussion of limitations (e.g., sampling bias, generalizability, or missing data) is included.

3. Scientific Language:

· The manuscript contains grammatical and structural errors 

· Some terminology (e.g., “stood antidepressants”) is unclear and should be revised for accuracy.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partially sufficient for historical context but inadequate in terms of recent and evidence-based support. The research would benefit greatly from updated literature, especially studies from the last 1–5 years on neuropsychiatric disorders, epidemiology, and mental health services in Brazil or similar regions.
	

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


	The research requires moderate to major English language editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication. A professional language editor or a native English-speaking academic reviewer should be consulted to revise sentence structure, grammar, and clarity throughout the manuscript.
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