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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.

	Since the publisher does not inform reviewers about the type of book or the audience level, it is difficult to conduct a thorough review. 
The best part of the content is the neurological explanations of the location of the disorders. What is lacking are the references in the discussion to other similar research, as insufficient information is provided about these other studies, for example, the type of tests applied, to assess the relevance or otherwise of the comparison.
	

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

	It seemes OK 
	

	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.

	The abstract is correct
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	It is understandable and educational. For research use, greater depth would be necessary. For example, the following article is cited as a good example of an appropriate level to achieve:
Singh, D., Nasir, S., Sharma, J., Giménez-Llort, L., & Shahnawaz, M. G. (2024). Psychological Distress in Low-Income and Economically Marginalized Populations in India: Protective and Risk Factors. Behavioral Science. https://doi.org/10.3390/bs14020092

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are up to date.
	

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

	
A final review would be appropriate.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The prevalence of depression, stress and anxiety in the study is always significantly higher when compared to the prevalence rates reported in various international studies. The author always justifies it as “may be due to differences in cultural perceptions, healthcare access, or even methodological differences”, or “could be attributed to differences in study settings, cultural factors, and the use of different assessment tools”.
He adds that ”Additionally, the focus on rural areas in the present study might explain the elevated prevalence, as rural populations often face unique socio-economic challenges and limited mental health resources” or
"may have unique risk factors contributing to depressive symptoms. Limited access to healthcare services, poverty, cultural restrictions, and lack of mental health awareness may all contribute to the high prevalence rate."
It is necessary to delve into a specific cause in each case. Appreciable differences cannot be justified in such a generalized way. Since the choice of the DASS-42 as an analysis instrument has not been justified, nor have the instruments of the other studies cited been explained, we have no clues to know if the type of instrument can imply the diversity of the findings in similar contexts.
	



	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
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