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Please write a few sentences regarding the Sleep Physiology is a commonly studied topic since it affects the state of health and disease

importance of this manuscript for the scientific significantly. Even though a lot of work has gone into the this field there is still so much of

community. Why do you like (or dislike) this information which seems yet to be unearthed hence this article could help under the physiology

manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be | of sleep and wakefulness in some more detail

required for this part. Most important value addition with this article seems to be simple and lucid explanation of the
sleep physiology and the available drug options

Is the title of the article suitable? Yes

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Abstract is comprehensive enough but the limitations of the SORA & DORA could have been
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some mentioned there which would have made the summary look more relevant and complete
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript Yes
appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the The information shared seems to be appropriate and correct

scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do It appears to be scientifically robust since it emphasises the facts and figures from peer
you think that this manuscript is scientifically reviewed journals articles which adds to the credibility of the article along with the detailed
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 research

sentences may be required for this part. Information shared seems accurate and correct

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Yes
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?
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