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	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 an important and underexplored aspect of tuberculosis control by focusing on the mental health burden among caregivers of adults with drug-resistant tuberculosis. By quantifying the prevalence of depression, anxiety, and perceived stigma and identifying their key determinants, the study adds valuable evidence from a high-burden, resource-limited setting where such data are scarce. The findings highlight the often-overlooked role of caregivers in treatment adherence and disease control, thereby extending the discourse on TB management beyond patient-centered outcomes. Overall, the study provides evidence that is relevant for clinicians, public health practitioners, and policymakers aiming to integrate psychosocial support into TB programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the content, population, and outcomes of the study. It clearly communicates the key variables (depression, anxiety, perceived stigma), the population (caregivers of adults with drug-resistant tuberculosis), and the setting (Rivers State, Nigeria). No major revision is required. However, for brevity and clarity, the authors may consider a slightly more concise alternative such as:

“Depression, Anxiety, and Perceived Stigma among Caregivers of Adults with Drug-Resistant Tuberculosis in Rivers State, Nigeria.”
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well structured, covering the study aims, design, methods, key results, and conclusions. The use of validated screening tools and multivariable analysis is clearly stated and strengthens the abstract. One minor suggestion is to briefly mention the cross-sectional nature of the study as a limitation, or to clarify that causality cannot be inferred. Additionally, specifying that the findings are based on screening instruments rather than clinical diagnoses may improve clarity and prevent misinterpretation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for its stated objectives. The study design, sampling approach, use of validated instruments, and statistical analyses are consistent with standard epidemiological practice. The interpretation of results is balanced and aligns with existing literature, and the limitations are appropriately acknowledged. No major scientific errors were identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, relevant, and up to date, with appropriate inclusion of recent WHO reports and peer-reviewed studies from Nigeria and comparable settings. The use of local and regional literature strengthens the contextual relevance of the work. The authors may consider adding one or two recent systematic reviews on mental health among caregivers of patients with chronic or infectious diseases to further situate their findings within the global evidence base, but this is not essential.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, with coherent structure and appropriate academic tone. Minor grammatical and stylistic edits may be required in a few sections to improve flow and conciseness, but these do not detract from the overall clarity or readability of the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted and clearly presented study that addresses an important gap in the tuberculosis and mental health literature, particularly within the context of drug-resistant TB in Nigeria. The manuscript demonstrates methodological rigor, appropriate use of validated instruments, and a strong linkage between findings and public health implications. The discussion is well contextualized within both local and international literature, which enhances the relevance and credibility of the results.

To further strengthen the manuscript, the authors may consider improving the visual presentation of results by ensuring tables are concise and consistently formatted, and by briefly highlighting key findings at the beginning of the discussion section. Minor language polishing would also enhance readability. Overall, the manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the field and is suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there is no ethical issues in this manuscript
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