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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 addresses a highly relevant and growing global health concern, major depressive disorder by presenting a comprehensive overview of its multifactorial pathophysiology. The integration of neurobiological, hormonal, inflammatory, and psychosocial aspects makes the chapter valuable for both researchers and clinicians. It also highlights emerging mechanisms such as neuroinflammation and the gut brain axis, which are increasingly important in current research. Overall, the chapter contributes to a better understanding of depression beyond the traditional monoamine hypothesis.

	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript well. However, a slightly more specific title could improve impact.

Suggested alternative (optional):
From Health to Major Depressive Disorder: A Comprehensive Review of Neurobiological and Psychosocial Mechanisms

	

	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 generally comprehensive and informative. It clearly outlines the scope and major themes of the review.

Suggestions for improvement:
1. Reduce slightly long sentences to improve readability.
2. Add 1-2 lines on clinical implications or future research directions.
3. Avoid repetition of phrases like “this review discusses” and “this review provides.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well structured. The discussion of multiple hypotheses (HPA axis, monoamine theory, inflammatory pathways, etc.) reflects current understanding in the field. The explanations are mostly accurate and supported by relevant literature.

Minor concerns:
1. Some sections are overly descriptive without critical analysis.
2. A few statements would benefit from clearer linking between mechanisms and clinical symptoms.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate and cover a wide range of classical and recent studies. The inclusion of recent literature strengthens the manuscript.

Suggestions:
Add a few very recent (2023-2025) references, especially on:
· Neuroinflammation in depression
· Microbiome gut brain axis
· Treatment resistant depression
· Ensure uniform referencing style throughout.

	

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

	The overall language is understandable and academically appropriate. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing.

Common issues observed:
1. Long and complex sentences affecting clarity
2. Occasional grammatical errors
3. Repetition of similar phrases

Recommendation:
A careful proofreading or professional language editing would significantly improve readability.

	

	Optional/General comments

	Optional / General Comments
· The manuscript is very detailed, but some sections can be slightly condensed to improve flow.
· Adding figures or diagrams (e.g., HPA axis, neurotransmitter pathways) would enhance clarity.
· A short conclusion section summarizing key mechanisms would strengthen the chapter.
· Consider adding a clinical perspective or therapeutic implications section.


	



	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)
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