
 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
Journal Name: International Neuropsychiatric Disease Journal  
Manuscript Number: Ms_INDJ_122402 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Genetics and Epigenetic in mental health 

Type of the Article Review Article 
 
 

 



 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
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 to the scientific community because it addresses the 
complex relations between genetics and epigenetics in mental health, providing an 
insight into the mechanisms of mental disorders. The full review article also places 
emphasis on the importance of genes and environmental elements playing roles in 
influencing people’s minds with regard to their overall well-being. I like this article 
because it concentrates on trying to achieve personalized treatment approaches that are 
crucial in contributing towards better mental health outcomes. Nonetheless, it needs 
wider discussions on ethical implications that could arise from application of these 
findings 
 

 

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

 

yes  

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. 

 

no need of any change  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? yes  

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. 

The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound as it has thoroughly 
analyzed current genetics and epigenetics in mental health literature. The authors offer 
an articulate synthesis of findings from different researches, to guarantee that the 
conclusions made are based on extensive evidence. While this includes a recognition of 
the complex nature of mental disorders, such reviews also underline that these 
conditions result from multiple factors. Moreover, the document effectively conveys its 
comprehension of modern developments in epigenetic science thus qualifying itself for 
future studies within this area. 
 

 

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

yes references are sufficient  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
yes 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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