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	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.


	Medication nonadherence remains a major challenge in the management of chronic psychiatric disorders such as schizophrenia and bipolar affective disorder. This manuscript provides useful data on the prevalence and predictors of medication nonadherence among psychiatric outpatients in a tertiary healthcare setting in Nigeria. Such data from low- and middle-income countries are still limited, and the findings contribute to the understanding of social and clinical factors influencing adherence in resource limited settings. The results may help clinicians and health policy makers design targeted interventions to improve adherence and treatment outcomes in psychiatric populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the focus of the study. It clearly indicates the main topic, the patient population, and the study location. However, the title could be slightly shortened for clarity.

Suggested alternative title:
“Medication Nonadherence in Schizophrenia and Bipolar Disorder: A Cross sectional Study from Two Tertiary Hospitals in South-South 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 summarizes the background, aims, methods, results, and conclusion appropriately. The main findings are clearly presented. However, a few improvements may strengthen it. 

First, the abstract should clearly state the study design as a cross-sectional study in the opening lines of the methods section. 
Second, the prevalence value should be presented consistently because different percentages appear in the abstract and results sections of the manuscript. Finally, it may be helpful to briefly mention the most significant predictors identified in the logistic regression analysis.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the study design and statistical methods are appropriate for the research question. The use of logistic regression to identify predictors of medication nonadherence is reasonable. The inclusion criteria and measurement tools such as the Morisky Medication Adherence Scale are also acceptable.

However, there are a few issues that require clarification. The manuscript reports slightly different prevalence values for medication nonadherence in different sections. These numbers should be carefully checked for consistency. In addition, the description of some variables in the methods section could be clarified, especially how supervision of treatment and medication cost were categorized.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes several relevant references related to medication adherence in psychiatric disorders. However, many of the cited studies are relatively old. The authors may consider including more recent references from the last five to seven years that discuss medication adherence in schizophrenia and bipolar disorder.

Some recent systematic reviews and global studies on adherence in psychiatric patients could strengthen the background and discussion sections.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the English language requires moderate editing. There are several grammatical errors, inconsistent spacing, and some awkward sentence structures. Careful language editing would improve readability and clarity. In particular, some sentences in the discussion section are quite long and may benefit from simplification.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No major ethical issues were identified. The manuscript states that ethical approval was obtained from the appropriate institutional committee and that informed consent was obtained from participants.
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