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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that
authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
	
	Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments
	
	

	
	
	are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	
	

	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 is valuable because it addresses two
growing public health challenges: increasing suicide rates and rising substance use. Its combination of a digital, community-based solution and focus on early detection and intervention makes this study especially important.
	







	
	By integrating assessment tools for suicide and substance
use into DHIS2, it offers a practical model for identifying high-risk individuals at an early stage.
	

	Is the title of the article
suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title and primary focus of the paper do not reflect  the
cricual variable of “substance use”. However, substance use plays significant role in the study and is measured using Drug Abuse Screening test (Dast), it is an important factor in predicting sucide risk and should be highlighted in the title.
	







	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   informative   and   technically   sound.
However, it would benefit from clearer emphasis on substance use as a central variable, since its play significant part in the study. Second, the abstract does not mention the demographic details of the sample, such as population size, age, race which limits the reader’s understanding of the study context. Additional, important screening tool like DAST and C-SSRS are mentioned without any brief explanation of what they measure and how they are used. The abbreviation of DHIS-2 is also introduced without prior explanation, which confuse the clarity of the study. Lastly, there is lack of integration between the risk assessment tools and health systems in the abstract. It doesnot clearly explain how this study addresses that gap or early intervention
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, overall the manuscript is scientifically accurate and
well-organized. The authors used appropriate screening tools and statistical methods to study suicide risk and substance  use.  The  data  analysis  is  strong,  and  the findings support the conclusions of the study.

However, the paper would be stronger if it included more details about how the system (DHIS2) works with the screening  tools  and  how  it  supports  early  detection. Adding a demographic sample table is also recommended to provide better context. Additionally, more explanation is needed on whether the tools used are suitable for different populations, especially in diverse or low- resource settings.
	







	Are the references sufficient
and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference are sufficient and most recently. The
author  have  covered  all  tools  and  concept.  However, added more students regarding to the DHIS2 for mental health  prevention,  especially  in  divise  population  and low- resourses seeting, it would help to strengthen the paper.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language of the article is adequate. However, there
are some areas where structure, grammer could be improved  for  the  clareity and  flow.  A  proofreading  is recommended to enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
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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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