Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Neuropsychiatric Disease Journal 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_INDJ_147641

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Neurocognitive deficits in Attention Deficit/ Hyperactive Disorder (ADHD): Role of sensory processing, visual perception and attention

	Type of the Article
	Minireview Article


	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 mini-review provides an integrative overview of three underexplored yet crucial cognitive domains—sensory processing, visual perception, and attention in the context of ADHD. The manuscript highlights the interplay between neurobiological and sensory-perceptual mechanisms, offering valuable insights for clinicians and researchers interested in multimodal approaches to ADHD assessment and intervention. Its synthesis of recent neurophysiological and perceptual studies contributes to a broader understanding of the heterogeneity in ADHD presentation and supports ongoing discourse on neurodevelopmental diversity. Moreover, it emphasizes the need for interdisciplinary approaches combining neuroscience, psychology, and sensory science.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the paper.
	

	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 essence of the review, summarizing key neurobiological mechanisms and the relevance of sensory and perceptual deficits in ADHD. However, it could be improved by:

Adding specific examples or findings from the reviewed studies to strengthen its scientific depth.

Briefly mentioning theoretical or clinical implications (e.g., how understanding sensory processing can inform interventions).

Removing minor redundancy in the phrase “in their roles in ADHD etiology.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates a solid understanding of neurocognitive mechanisms underlying ADHD. It appropriately cites current and relevant literature, including meta-analyses and neuroimaging findings. The arguments are coherent, and the integration of sensory and visual perspectives adds novel value. Some paragraphs could be streamlined to improve readability and avoid overlapping explanations (e.g., sections 3 and 4).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are comprehensive, recent, and relevant, with many citations from 2020–2024, which strengthens the review’s credibility.

No major gaps detected, but the authors may consider including:

A recent systematic review on neurodiversity and ADHD heterogeneity (e.g., Kofler et al., 2024, Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry).

References on neurocognitive rehabilitation approaches to link the theoretical aspects with applied practice.
	

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


	The English language and structure are appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor stylistic improvements (e.g., sentence shortening and consistent use of tenses) could enhance flow, but overall readability is good. No grammatical errors affecting comprehension were noted.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, relevant, and contributes meaningfully to understanding ADHD from a neurocognitive and sensory integration perspective. Minor revisions are recommended to enhance clarity, reduce redundancy, and expand the abstract with more concrete examples and implications.
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