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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 study is crucial because it shows a clear connection between serious psychosocial problems and teenage enuresis. Affected children in Port Harcourt are far more likely to experience depressed symptoms and a lower quality of life. By pinpointing particular, locally relevant risk factors that contribute to the condition's prevalence, such as polygamous family structures and higher birth order, it closes a critical vacuum in Nigerian health research. Additionally, the study shows that 98% of these teenagers are not seeking medical care, highlighting an urgent public health need and highlighting the need for integrated mental health support in pediatric care and awareness programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is suitable, but it is slightly incomplete. To better reflect the full scope of your data (Prevalence + Risk Factors + Psychosocial Impact), I suggest the following title: "Prevalence, Risk Factors, and Psychosocial Burden of Enuresis among Secondary School Adolescents in Port Harcourt, 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 effectively adheres to the norm (Introduction, Methods, Results, and Discussion/Conclusion), making it comprehensive in terms of structure. The "What, How, and So What" of the study are covered. But a thorough abstract needs to be accurate as well. Data inconsistencies exist; for instance, the abstract states 2024 but the body states 2023. Please see the comments in Ms word

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, not just yet. The instruments (PHQ-9, PIN-Q) are valid, and the hypothesis is sound. However, until they are fixed, the results are technically invalid due to the sampling discrepancy and data inconsistencies. To make it accurate from a scientific standpoint, you have to: 

1. Select and adhere to a single sampling method description (random vs. purposive). Please clarify between these two. 2. Harmonize all age groups and dates.  3. Include a "Exclusion Criteria" section.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are >20 references that are older than 10 years, old. Please use more recent publications.
	

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


	Although readable, the English quality is not yet suitable.Frequent grammatical mistakes, typos, and confusing wording undermine the paper's scientific credibility. Using the incorrect word, for instance, alters the sentence's meaning. 
"Assess" against "Access": Most likely, "to access the impact" is stated in the text rather than "to assess the impact." 
"Other" vs. "Order": "Higher birth other" is mentioned in the text rather than "higher birth order."  Before publishing, please get the English improved by a professional editor. 
Please see comment in Ms word

	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study fills a major gap in the literature on adolescent health in Nigeria by establishing a connection between clinical symptoms (enuresis) and psychosocial consequences (depression/QoL). Before publication, however, there are important differences in the data reporting (dates), methodological clarity (sampling), and grammatical accuracy that must be fixed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Human ethics are not a problem. because the "University of Port Harcourt Teaching Hospital Research and Ethics Committee" examined and approved the study protocol before to its start.
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