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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is important as it highlights orexin receptor antagonists as promising therapeutic 
agents for insomnia. By exploring orexin receptor antagonists, the manuscript contributes to advancing 
understanding of sleep regulation and introduces a potential paradigm shift from traditional sedative-
hypnotic medications. I appreciate the manuscript for its focus on innovative therapeutic mechanisms, 
which could lead to improved patient outcomes with fewer side effects. However, the depth of 
discussion on long-term efficacy and safety could be expanded for a more comprehensive evaluation.  

 

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

Yes, the title is suitable.   

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 of the article is fine.   

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes, Subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate.  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound, as it provides a well-researched 
and evidence-based overview of orexin receptor antagonists for insomnia treatment. The authors 
present relevant preclinical and clinical data, supporting the therapeutic potential of these agents. 

 

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

The references provided in the manuscript are relevant but not entirely sufficient, as some essential 
studies appear to be missing. I have highlighted these missing references in the attached PDF for your 
consideration. Including these additional references would strengthen the manuscript by providing a 
more comprehensive and up-to-date context. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Yes, it is suitable.   

Optional/General comments 
 

I have put some comments in Manuscripts, these comments needs to be addressed and changes will 
be made accordingly.  
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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) 
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