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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.
	The manuscript presents a well-structured, methodologically sound, and clinically relevant study addressing an important but often under-recognized public health issue among adolescents. The authors have clearly identified a significant gap in existing literature, particularly within the Nigerian and broader sub-Saharan African context. The study design, sampling method, ethical considerations, and statistical analysis are appropriately described and adequately executed. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates strong scientific rigor and meaningful public
health relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear, precise, and appropriately reflects the content and objectives of the study. It accurately conveys both the psychosocial focus and the target population. No modification is required.
	

	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, the abstract is well written and comprehensive. It clearly outlines the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusion of the study. The statistical results are presented clearly and support the main conclusions. No major additions or deletions are required. Minor language polishing, if desired, may further enhance clarity but is not essential.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design is appropriate for the stated objectives, and validated instruments were correctly used for assessment of enuresis, depression, and quality of life. The statistical analyses
are suitable and properly interpreted. The results are consistent with existing literature and logically 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 adequate, relevant, and include both classical and recent studies. The citation of international guidelines, validated tools, and regional studies strengthens the
credibility of the manuscript. No additional mandatory references are required at this stage.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language is clear, professional, and suitable for academic publication. The manuscript communicates ideas effectively and maintains scientific clarity throughout. Minor grammatical refinements, if any, can be
addressed during copyediting.
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