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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 highly relevant and complex area at the intersection of mental health, metabolic health and neuro-oncology. The review highlights overlapping biological and psychosocial mechanisms that are often overlooked, such as inflammation, neuroendocrine dysregulation and hormonal imbalances. I found it particularly valuable that the authors pointed out the research gap regarding the tripartite relationship among depression, obesity and brain tumours, which could have significant implications for both clinical practice and public health strategies. The synthesis of evidence will likely help clinicians, researchers and policymakers think more holistically about patient care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is clear and descriptive. It accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
Optional suggestion: “Depression, Obesity and Brain Tumours: Exploring Shared Mechanisms and Clinical Implications” (this emphasizes both the mechanisms and their relevance for patient care.)
	




	Is the abstract of the
	The  abstract  is  comprehensive  and  well  structured,
	

	article comprehensive? Do
	covering background, objectives, methods, results and
	

	you suggest the addition
	conclusions.
	

	(or deletion) of some
	One small suggestion: adding a short sentence on the
	

	points in this section?
	clinical or public health significance would make the
	

	Please write your
	impact clearer. Additionally, minor rewording could
	

	suggestions here.
	improve  readability,  for  example,  changing
	

	
	“complicating clinical management”  to “which may
	

	
	complicate clinical management.”
	

	Is the manuscript
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The discussion of
	

	scientifically, correct?
	the  interplay  between  inflammation,  HPA  axis
	

	Please write here.
	dysregulation,  obesity,  depression  and  brain  tumour
	

	
	biology is accurate and well referenced.
	

	
	I  especially  appreciated  the  clear  explanation  of
	

	
	overlapping mechanisms and how they could affect
	

	
	prognosis  and  treatment  adherence.  The  review
	

	
	demonstrates a strong grasp of both psychiatric and
	

	
	neuro-oncological literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, current and sufficient.
A few suggestions could include to add a couple of recent studies (2024–2025) on psychoneuroimmunology or longitudinal analyses of these co-morbidities to strengthen the discussion and to ensure formatting consistency across all references.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is generally well-written and clear. A few sentences in the Introduction and Discussion could be simplified for smoother flow. Overall, it is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	- Suggested Minor Revisions:
1. Add a sentence in the abstract highlighting the clinical or public health significance.
2. Simplify a few complex sentences in the Introduction and Discussion to improve readability.
3. Standardise reference formatting.
Optional: refine the title slightly to highlight both mechanisms and clinical implications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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