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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 (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 provides a depth overview of pivotal role neurotransmitters play in the pathophysiology of various neurological and neurodegenerative disorders, addressing a key area of interest for neuroscientists, clinicians, and biomedical researchers. By combining insights into neurotransmitter imbalances with the latest technological advances in detection methods, it bridges the gap between basic neurobiology and applied diagnostics. The review underscores the clinical relevance of emerging tools like biosensors, nanotechnology, and AI in enhancing early diagnosis and treatment personalization. Such integrative knowledge is essential for thp;e advancement of precision medicine and could significantly impact the future of neurological disease management and therapeutic innovation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Neurotransmitters: Key Players in Neurological Disorders and Advances in Their Detection – A Review" is generally clear, informative, and appropriate for a scientific review article. It effectively communicates the dual focus: the role of neurotransmitters in neurological disorders and recent detection advancements.

However, if  more concise or sharper title that aligns with current scientific publishing trends, here are a few alternative suggestions:

"Neurotransmitters in Neurological Disorders: Emerging Roles and Detection Technologies"
"Advances in Neurotransmitter Detection for Diagnosing Neurological Disorders: A Review"

"Targeting Neurotransmitters in CNS Disorders: Innovations in Detection and Clinical Relevance"

	

	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, your abstract is quite comprehensive and well-structured. It effectively covers the role of neurotransmitters, associated neurological disorders, and recent advances in detection technologies.

Few short suggestions for improvement:
Condense the list of disorders slightly (e.g., "including Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s, and others") to make it more concise.
The mention of nanotechnology and AI is valuable — you could slightly expand on how these aid in personalized medicine in just one short sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and aligns with current research on neurotransmitters and detection technologies. Minor improvements like adding references and clarifying technical terms will enhance its academic strength.
	

	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, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and scientifically appropriate. However, minor refinements in sentence structure and conciseness can further improve readability and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely topic by combining neuroscience with emerging detection technologies. It offers valuable insights for both clinical and research applications. With minor edits for clarity, referencing, and conciseness, this review has strong potential to contribute meaningfully to the scientific community.
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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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