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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	It reminds scientific community specifically clinicians to routinely screen for metabolic abnormalities in patients with antipsychotics. 

Findings of the study needs a careful interpretation, and dissemination likewise with the number and quality of limitations in this study. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Comparative Risk of Metabolic Adverse Outcomes in Patients With Schizophrenia Treated With Aripiprazole Versus Olanzapine: A Retrospective Cohort Study Using the TriNetX Network”

Sample in the study includes patients with ICD 10: F20-F29. So, I am not sure whether “Patients With Schizophrenia” is the right description of sample characteristics. Rather, “Psychosis or Schizophrenia spectrum” might improve clarity in the title.

	

	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.


	It is extensive. Consider reducing the introduction section significantly. In other sections of the abstract just mention salient points and do not attempt to discuss the study in detail. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Not really. Method section requires major revision.
In the method section: 

In sample selection, inclusion and exclusion criteria needs to be explicitly stated. Because it is missing, we are not sure why the investigators chose to study only Diabetes, Hyperlipidaemia, and Pancreatitis as the metabolic markers. Why not include weight, waste circumference, BMI which are easier clinical parameters? 
I suggest the authors consider mention about confounding factors in the method section as to which factors they could control and which they could not. This does not keep the audience guessing till the end in the limitation section. 

While the patient follow up period of 5 years is impressive, what happened in those five years has no mention. Were the patients compliant to treatment? Were there dose modifications? It needs to be mentioned in the method section as well.

Analysis is done well.
In the discussion section, why don’t the authors consider the limitations and discuss around it. Because majority of the discussion is illusive until you discover the limitations in the study. Can improve the discussion sections more.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Fine 
	

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


	Fine 
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