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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
- The abstract should mention how the review was carried out, its methodology. The objective must appear and it 
must be related to the title. 
- The introduction should state why the research is being carried out and the objective of the research. 
- There is repeated information in the first paragraph of the "EFFICACY VERSUS SIDE EFFECT" section and other 
parts of the article. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

- Place the section "ANTIPSYCHOTICS MECHANISM OF ACTION " before the section "EFFECTS OF 
ANTIPSYCHOPTIC DRUGS" to maintain concordance. 
- Remove both images, neither of them provides information to understand the research. 
- The conclusions can be more specifi 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

- I suggest separating different ideas into different paragraphs. 
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