Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	South Asian Journal of Research in Microbiology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_SAJRM_150851

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Burden and Determinants of Depression, Anxiety and Perceived Stigma among Caregivers of Adults with Drug-Resistant Tuberculosis in Rivers State, Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 critical gap in Nigeria's TB control by quantifying mental health burdens (depression 50.9%, anxiety 47.3%, stigma 57.3%) among DR-TB caregivers, identifying actionable predictors (female gender AOR 2.1-2.8, low income AOR 1.9-2.4), and advocating integration into National TB Plan—highly relevant for high-burden settings like Rivers State
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.


	Yes, abstract looks good with suggested minor changes

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, with minor corrections
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract and Introduction
· The abstract is detailed but dense. Consider shortening the methodology and expanding the implications (e.g., “These findings underscore the need for integrating psychosocial support into TB control frameworks”).

· The introduction overuses citations per sentence, which distracts from the narrative. Condense by grouping multiple citations.

· The conceptual gap (caregiver mental health → patient adherence → TB control) could be made explicit early on.

· Methodology
· The sampling strategy (“consecutive sampling”) may introduce bias; discuss its limitation and why probability sampling wasn’t feasible.

· Clarify whether data were self-reported or interviewer-recorded and how social desirability bias was mitigated.

· Specify the formula parameters for sample size (the equation text is missing in Section 2.2).

· Include how missing data were handled and whether normality was tested for continuous variables.

Results
· Tables are informative, but Table 3 could include total percentages or clearer differentiation of categories.

· Include confidence intervals for prevalence estimates in the text (not only regression models).

· The model’s explanatory power (R² = 0.18-0.25) should be interpreted quantitatively to discuss residual variance.

Discussion
· Well-written but reads like a results summary. Expand interpretation:

· Why might caregiving duration > 6 months predict stigma specifically?

· Are there cultural or gender norms unique to Rivers State that compound mental health risks?

· Introduce theoretical framing (e.g., Stress Process Model or Pearlin’s caregiver burden theory) to connect findings conceptually.

· Discuss reverse causality as a limitation (cross-sectional design).

Conclusion
· Strong and policy-oriented but can benefit from a more research-driven focus (e.g., suggesting mixed-methods follow-ups or intervention trials).

Formatting & Editorial
· Ensure consistent use of en-dashes (–) for numeric ranges and italics for statistical symbols (e.g., P < 0.05).

· Verify journal-specific reference style (NLM looks correct, but italics for journal titles may be required).

· Tables should be referenced in the text exactly as numbered (“see Table 3”)
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