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Please write a few sentences regarding the The comparison of Bupropion to stimulants both commonly used in ADHD management, offer valuable insights into safety and efficacy of

importance of this manuscript for the scientific non simulant options for children and adolescents with ADHD at risk for behavioural issues.

community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be | The study’s use of large, de identified data from the TriNetX Global Health Research Netwok strengthens its relevance and applicability

required for this part. to diverse populations.

Is the title of the article suitable? The title should be more clear to reflect the objective of the study.

(If not please suggest an alternative title) Alternative title suggestion: “Comparative Incidence of Oppositional Defiant and Conduct Disorders in ADHD: Bupropion vs.
Stimulant Treatments”

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Yes, it is correct. However, it would be useful for the manuscript to discuss the limitations of using a retrospective cohort design

you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some which could introduce biases such as unmeasured comfounders or incomplete data. Also, the ethical considerations could be briefly

points in this section? Please write your noted to provide complete transparency about study’s methodology.
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Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please Yes, it is correct.
write here.
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suitable for scholarly communications?
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