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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it clearly explains how research on the genetics of schizophrenia has developed over time. It shows how scientists moved from early linkage studies to modern methods that use omics data, neuronal networks, and artificial intelligence. By combining old and new findings, it helps researchers better understand how genes and environmental factors work together in schizophrenia. This review can guide future studies and support the search for better diagnostic tools and treatments.
	

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

	Your current title, “An update on the Molecular Genetics approaches in SCZ from linkage to Neuronal networks: Implications for SCZ research”, is informative but a bit long, slightly complex, and uses abbreviations (SCZ), which some journals prefer to avoid in titles.You can keep the meaning but make it more concise, clearer, and more impactful.

	

	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.

	Your abstract is informative and well-structured, covering historical and modern genetic approaches related to schizophrenia. It is comprehensive but can be made more concise, clearer, and better aligned with journal standards. Some sentences need tightening, and the concluding lines can be more focused on the significance of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes the manuscript is largely scientifically sound, but it needs targeted refinements to strengthen accuracy, clarity, balance, and traceability (citations).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	your reference list is good for historical and cytogenetic literature, but missing several high-impact, recent papers and reviews that are essential for any up-to-date manuscript on schizophrenia genetics. 
	

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

	Several sentences are long, grammatically inconsistent, or contain repetitive wording. Paragraph transitions can be smoother, and technical terms should be used more consistently. With focused copy-editing especially for clarity, grammar, punctuation, and conciseness the manuscript can reach a publishable academic standard.
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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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