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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  
None 
A concise and good review that adds to the field. 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Possibly adding discussion about posttraumatic stress disorder 
and substance abuse disorders in addition to marijuana 
in the introduction section 
 
 
 
 

Introduction, Line 15-17: I have modified the sentence and included a new 
reference: In the last years, several clinical studies have shown the 
usefulness of NAC in psychiatric diseases including a role in some drug 
abuse disorders [4,6], and post-traumatic stress disorder [7]. 
7.  Back SE, McCauley JL, Korte KJ, et al. A Double-Blind Randomized 

Controlled Pilot Trial of N-Acetylcysteine in Veterans with PTSD and 
Substance Use Disorders. J Clin Psych 2016;77:e1439-46.  
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