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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.

The comparative study of bupropion vs. stimulants highlights the importance of addressing both ADHD symptoms and
comorbid behavioural disorders, such as oppositional defiant disorder and mood dysregulation. Bupropion offers a
non-stimulant alternative, reducing the risk of irritability and emotional dysregulation often associated with stimulants.
This personalized approach enhances patient quality of life, minimizes long-term risks, and supports more effective
management of ADHD and its comorbidities.

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Yes, the title of the article 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.

Abstract of the article is okay

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The manuscript is well-written and provides a clear overview of the study. However, certain sections, such as [specific
section, e.g., "the introduction" or "discussion"], could benefit from a more detailed and scientifically rigorous
explanation. For instance, elaborating on the underlying mechanisms of action for bupropion and stimulants in ADHD
treatment would strengthen the scientific depth. Additionally, further discussion of the study's implications in clinical
practice, supported by recent literature, could enhance the manuscript’s impact.
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Author has given 32 references for aforementioned manuscript. However the references reflects that they are very old (
2,3,4 references ) with respect to current scenario. Therefore it is recommended that author may used some latest
references.
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