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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 minireview addresses a clinically relevant and often under-discussed intersection between reproductive health and psychiatric well-being. With over 40% of reproductive-aged women in Brazil using hormonal contraceptives, understanding their potential psychiatric effects especially in vulnerable populations such as adolescents, those with pre-existing mental health conditions, or women with ADHD is critical for informed clinical decision-making. The article synthesizes recent large-scale observational data, neurobiological mechanisms, and psychosocial considerations, offering a balanced perspective that supports individualized contraceptive counseling. Its focus on method-specific risks (e.g., progestin-only vs. combined formulations) and rare but serious outcomes like suicidal behavior fills an important gap in current literature
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, accurate, and reflective of the manuscript’s scope.
	

	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 well-structured and captures the key elements: objective, methods, main findings, and conclusion. However, it could briefly mention the specific vulnerable subgroups identified (e.g., adolescents, women with ADHD, or bipolar disorder) to better reflect the depth of the discussion. No deletions are needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript accurately represents current evidence, acknowledges conflicting findings (e.g., protective vs. adverse effects in different populations), and avoids overgeneralization. The distinction between relative and absolute risk is appropriately emphasized, and neurobiological mechanisms are described with scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It is well-referenced with recent and relevant literature. The discussion presents a balanced view, acknowledging both null associations in the general population and significant risks in vulnerable subgroups. The conclusions are supported by the evidence presented.
	

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


	Yes. The language is clear, formal, and appropriate for an international scientific audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The section on personality disorders (3.3.6) is particularly novel and valuable, as this population is rarely studied in contraceptive research. The call for more studies in severe psychiatric populations (e.g., inpatient settings) is well-placed and highlights a genuine research gap. The manuscript would benefit from a brief table summarizing risk by contraceptive type and population, but this is optional for a minireview.

The manuscript is scientifically robust, well-structured, and addresses a timely clinical topic with nuance. Suggested revisions are limited to minor language refinements and optional enhancements for clarity (e.g., correcting subject-verb agreement in the introduction, considering a summary table). No major methodological or conceptual flaws are present.
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