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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 has reminded scientific communities of several morbid activities occurring in the brain during depression. It has discloses that several cerebral abnormalities arises that truncates its regular performance and complicate issues during, and even after the condition. It articulate reports from systematic reviews, meta analysis, neurological and clinical studies, and relays that abnormalities preceeds following chronic depressive illnesses. With its clinical review, it highlights approach to manage and avoid complications of depression.
	

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

	The title is too long as relates to book writing. I feel it could be titled “Cognittive Dysfunctions in Major Depressive Disorders”. As students and readers digest the content, they will comprehend the pattern, mechanism and clinical implications.
	

	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 very representative of the aim and components of the article. My little observation is that, the word ‘impair’ should be in present continuous tense—imparing. This describes that effects of MDD is grevious at hampering sensation and also negating appropriate motor response which individual should display as occasion warrants.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as it has proven facts from studies of systemic review, meta-analysis, neurobiology and neurophysiological mechanisms that there is dysfunction of  cerebral centres resulting in the functional disabilities and low quality of life. The fault that disapprove it from being scientific is the none citation of authors in the body work, inline with the refence page as proof of authenticity. A scientific statement must be proven by at least two authors but here we have lists of reference without being quoted at the appropriate text or statements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are not surficient and current. By right, currency is measured within ten (10) years of publication but the manuscript cited works from 1958 to 2014, whereas there are references like Netter, F. (2019), Snell, (2018) and others, who narrates more of neuro dysfunction related to depressive condition.
	

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

	Quite well, the English scholarly language is communicated across the whole length of the article and used terms are comprehensive to me a fellow clinical scientist. My worry were the use of HPA, without stating in full what it stands for, and the use of BONF in figure 2, which has no English meaning.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The article is impressive and recommendable for both academic and clinical practice to update knowledge and improve skills.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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