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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.


	The manuscript holds significant scientific value as it provides a comprehensive evaluation of deep brain stimulation in Parkinson’s disease. It highlights its clinical benefits, underlying neurophysiological mechanisms, and future prospects in precision neuromodulation, offering valuable insights for improving therapeutic outcomes.
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	Yes, the title “Clinical Outcomes and Pathophysiological Correlates of Deep Brain Stimulation in Parkinson’s Disease: A Systematic Review” is suitable, as it clearly conveys the study’s focus and methodology.
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	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive, well-structured, and clearly presents the background, objective, methodology, results, and conclusion. It effectively summarizes the key aspects of the systematic review and uses appropriate scholarly language.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound and well-founded. It follows a systematic review approach with clear inclusion criteria, established databases (PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science), and adherence to PRISMA 2020 guidelines, which strengthens its credibility.
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	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. 
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