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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.

	The manuscript provides a comprehensive and detailed overview of Major Depressive Disorder (MDD), covering multiple aspects including neurobiological, neuroendocrine, and inflammatory mechanisms. The integration of hypotheses such as HPA axis dysregulation, monoamine imbalance, kynurenine pathway, oxidative stress, and neuroinflammation reflects a broad understanding of the subject. However, the manuscript is largely descriptive and lacks sufficient critical analysis. Several sections are repetitive, particularly those discussing stress response, HPA axis, and cytokine involvement, which affects the overall readability. The manuscript would benefit from better organization, reduction of redundancy, and improved logical flow. Additionally, inclusion of more recent literature, schematic diagrams, and summary tables would significantly enhance clarity and scientific value. Language and grammar need substantial improvement, as there are multiple long and complex sentences that reduce readability.

	

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

	The title is relevant but too broad.
	

	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 detailed and informative; however, it is slightly lengthy. It should be made more concise and include a brief statement on key conclusions or future perspectives.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and based on established literature. However, it lacks critical evaluation of existing hypotheses, discussion of conflicting evidence, and identification of research gaps.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are adequate but not fully up to date. More recent studies (last 3–5 years) should be included, especially in areas such as:
Neuroinflammation, Gut-brain axis,  Novel antidepressant therapies (e.g., NMDA receptor modulators)

	

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

	
No. The manuscript requires significant language editing. There are grammatical errors, inconsistent sentence structures, and overly long sentences that reduce clarity. Professional proofreading is recommended.



	

	Optional/General comments

	Add figures for key mechanisms (HPA axis, kynurenine pathway, neuroinflammation). 
Include summary tables for better understanding. 
Reduce repetition across sections. 
Improve structure and logical flow. 
Strengthen conclusion with future perspectives and clinical implications.



	







	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? 
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