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	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 review addresses an important and clinically relevant topic by exploring psychiatric complications following bariatric surgery through neurobiological, endocrine, and psychopathological perspectives. It provides an integrated framework that highlights the need for interdisciplinary care and long-term psychiatric monitoring. The manuscript adds value to existing literature by emphasizing mental health outcomes often under recognized in bariatric practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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.

	Yes. The abstract is clear and well-structured. A brief mention of therapeutic implications could further strengthen it, but no major changes are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-referenced, and based on current evidence. The physiological and psychiatric mechanisms are logically presented and appropriately discussed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
 If you have suggestions of additional references,
 please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are adequate, relevant, and up to date.
	

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

	Yes. The language is clear, professional, and appropriate for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a well-written and comprehensive review. Minor structural refinement could improve readability, but overall quality is high.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No ethical issues were identified

	






Reviewer details:

Alishba Eman , Bahria University Health Sciences Campus Karachi , Pakistan 

[bookmark: _GoBack]
Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)
