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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 of potential importance because it provides statistical evidence that MAYBE aripipazole is not as metabolically benign as previously thought, compared to that of olanzapine. Results should be interpreted with caution, however, because of the many limitations (which the authors mention) and the effects that extremely large cohorts have on statistical power and significance (which the authors do not mention; see below).
	

	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.

	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	yes
	

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

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

	
yes



	

	Optional/General comments

	I commend the authors for acknowledging the many serious limitations that a retrospective study poses, particularly one of this magnitude.  Please mention in the Discussion somewhere the effects of large sample sizes, which, although generalizable to the real world, tend to make statistical comparisons significantly different from each other, even if such differences are not physiologically relevant. 


	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No
	






Reviewer details:
Michael Chen, California State University, USA

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
