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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.


	To the best of my underataing & knowledge, this manuscript is important for the scientific community because it strengthens empirical understanding of the close relationship between sleep disturbances& depression severity within a real-world clinical setting. By using validated assessment tools and focusing on a district-level population in India, the study adds context-specific evidence that is still limited in global mental health literature.The findings reinforce the need to integrate sleep assessment into routine depression care and highlight sleep quality as a meaningful clinical marker rather than a secondary symptom. Overall, the study encourages clinicians and researchers to view sleep not only as an outcome of depression but as a core component of effective assessment and intervention strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is partially suitable but it needsa slight  refinement to accurately reflect what the study actuallymeasures. 

Sleep Quality as a Clinical Correlate of Depression Severity in Major Depressive Disorder: Evidence from a District-Level Study in India
	

	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 comprehensive and covers the key elements of the study, including background, aim, methodology, main findings, and conclusion. But some refinements would definitely improve its clarity, accuracy, and alignment, such as he term sleep hygiene should be replaced with sleep quality to match the assessment tool used. 2nd The study design and sampling method should be briefly mentioned for better clarity. 3rd the gender-related finding should be stated consistently with the results. Adding a short sentence on clinical relevance would further strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its basic approach as it uses validated tools, appropriate statistical methods, and ethical procedures. The research question is relevant and the findings are consistent with existing literature. However, there are some scientific issues that need correction, such as unclear use of the term sleep hygiene, minor inconsistencies between the abstract and results, and occasional overinterpretation of correlational findings. With these issues addressed, the manuscript can be considered scientifically correct and reliable and suitable for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 few references are not directly relevant to the study topic and can be removed or replaced. The reference list would benefit from adding one or two well-established review or meta-analysis studies on sleep quality and major depressive disorder to strengthen the theoretical foundation. Please  reconsider the following >
Feng et al. (2021) – focuses on sleep disorders in children with autism; not relevant to adult MDD.

Carnacina et al. (2024) – unrelated to sleep or depression.

Yeates & Donders (2005) – neuropsychological assessment text; not directly linked to this study.

Rahman & Muktadir (2021) – general SPSS overview; not needed in a research article.

Hafinaz & Kumar (2025) – edited volume; weak connection to the core analysis.
	

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


	English used in the manuscript IS not yet suitable for scholarly communicationthere  AS THERE are frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, repetition, and inconsistent academic tone. Some sections are overly descriptive and lack clarity, which affects readability. The manuscript requires thorough professional language editing to meet the standrads of this journl.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant and meaningful topic and has clear practical value for clinical and mental health research. The overall structure is acceptable, and the use of standardized tools is a strength.However the paper requires careful revision to improve conceptual clarity, consistency across sections, and language quality. Addressing these issues will significantly enhance the manuscript’s scientific rigor and readability
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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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