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PART1:ReviewComments 

 
Compulsory REVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

partinthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedb
ack 
here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importanceof this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why doyou like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4sentences 
mayberequiredforthispart. 

Many patients undergoing treatment with SSRIs may not be fully aware of the potential side 
effectsassociated with these medications. A prevalence study of this nature is instrumental in 
raising publicawareness aboutthepossibleadverse effects, thereby promotingmoreinformed 
patient engagementintheir treatment journey. Furthermore, the findings from such a study can 
assist physicians in making moreinformed clinical decisions, optimizing treatment plans, and 
improving patient outcomes. Additionally, thisstudyprovideshealthcareproviderswith  
avaluableresourcetofacilitateinformeddiscussionswith 
patients, addressing their concerns effectively and setting realistic expectations regarding 
treatment withSSRIs. 
 

 

Isthetitleof thearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

 
 
Yes 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
yousuggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in 
thissection?Pleasewriteyoursuggestions here. 

 
 
Yes,itiscomprehensive. 

 

Aresubsectionsandstructure ofthe 
manuscriptappropriate? 

 
Yes 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientificcorrectness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think thatthis manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technicallysound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be requiredforthispart. 

The methodology section requires revision to include the sampling technique and the duration 
of the study,which are critical components for ensuring the study's validity and reliability. A 
detailed explanation of 
thedatacollectionscheduleandproceduresisessentialforaprevalencestudytoprovideclarityandrep
roducibility, but these aspects are currently lacking. Additionally, the manuscript does not 
addressethicalclearance,whichisafundamentalrequirementforconductingresearchinvolvinghum
anparticipants. Theprocess forobtaininginformed consentfrom participants, 
ensuringtheirvoluntaryparticipationandunderstandingofthestudy'spurpose,risks,andbenefits,m
ustalsobeexplicitlydetailed 
to uphold ethical research standards. Incorporating these elements will strengthen the 
methodology andalignthestudywithestablishedethicalandscientificnorms. 
 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent? 
Ifyouhavesuggestions of additional 
references, please 
mentiontheminthereviewform. 
- 

The references utilized in this study span from the year 2000 to 2023. While this provides a 
broad 
historicalperspective,focusingonreferencesfromthemostrecentfiveyearswouldofferamorecurren
tunderstandingoftheissue.Incorporatingrecentstudiesiscrucialtoreflectthelatestadvancements, 
trends, and insights, thereby enhancing the study's relevance and applicability to the current 
status of theproblem. 
 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitableforscholarlycommunications? 

 
Thegrammarutilizedinthemanuscriptrequiresimprovement,asinconsistencieshavebeennoted,inc
luding the use of future tense inappropriately. When drafting a manuscript, it is essential to 
ensure thatthelanguageispreciseandgrammaticallycorrect,asthequality of 
sentenceconstructionisfundamentalto 
theclarityandimpact ofthepresentation. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

 
 
 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Smitha Madhavan 
Department, University & Country Lincoln University College, Malaysia 

 

 


