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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 significant and under-researched area in global mental health: the acceptability of online psychotherapy among conflict-affected youth in low-resource settings. It provides novel empirical data from northeastern Nigeria, a region often excluded from digital health studies. By integrating theoretical models (HBM and TAM) with practical insights, the study offers a rigorous yet culturally contextualized understanding of youth mental health needs in humanitarian contexts. These findings are particularly valuable for informing digital health interventions, policy planning, and implementation frameworks in conflict zones and low- and middle-income countries (LMICs).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative could be “Online Psychotherapy Among Conflict-Affected Nigerian Youth: A Cross-Sectional KAP Survey”
	

	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, clearly presenting the study’s background, objectives, methods, and key findings. However, the following improvements are suggested:

Consider reporting a specific odds ratio in the results summary to reinforce the predictive value of education and trauma exposure.

The phrase “Barriers consisted of…” could be merged into the previous sentence to improve flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is well-articulated, sampling is appropriate, and statistical analysis is thorough. Use of multivariable logistic regression and theoretical models is commendable. The conclusions are well supported by the data, and limitations are honestly discussed.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and include both foundational and recent sources relevant to digital mental health, conflict-affected populations, and youth. However, the inclusion of several additional references would further strengthen the manuscript by anchoring it within recent global innovation efforts in psychosocial support and system-scale digital adaptation in LMICs:

Humayun, A., Haq, I. U., & Khan, F. R. (2020). Designing psychosocial support for COVID-19 frontline responders in Pakistan: A potentially scalable Self-Help Plus blueprint for LMICs. Intervention, 18(2), 150–158.

McBride, K. A., Harrison, S., & Mahata, S. (2021). Building mental health and psychosocial support capacity during a pandemic: Adapting Problem Management Plus for remote training and implementation during COVID-19 in New York City, Europe, and East Africa. Intervention, 19(1), 37–47.

Woodward, A., Dieleman, M. A., & Sondorp, E. (2021). A system innovation perspective on the potential for scaling up new psychological interventions for refugees. Intervention, 19(1), 26–36.

Schnitzspahn, K., Abdulla, K., Arensman, E., Van Audenhove, C., Mere, R., Pérez Sola, V., Sisask, M., Székely, A., Toczyski, P., & Hegerl, U. (2024). Community-Based 4-Level Intervention Targeting Depression and Suicidal Behavior in Europe: Protocol for an Implementation Project. JMIR Research Protocols, 13, e64218. https://doi.org/10.2196/64218 [PMID: 39793023; PMCID: PMC11759909]
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English and meets academic standards for publication. Minor grammatical and stylistic edits are recommended for conciseness and flow, but overall language use is suitable for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a high-quality and timely contribution to the field of digital mental health and humanitarian health services. The authors are encouraged to consider integrating youth voices more explicitly through qualitative quotes and to refine figures and tables for greater clarity. A final professional language edit before publication may enhance the manuscript’s impact.
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