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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 study holds significant value as it consolidates two decades of research on adolescent suicide in the United States, structuring the evidence around key domains such as temporal trends, disparities, risk and protective factors, and prevention approaches. By integrating epidemiological insights with influences spanning family, school, digital environments, and policy contexts, it advances a more comprehensive understanding of suicide as a multifactorial public health challenge. The review further identifies important gaps in access, equity, and implementation, making it a practical resource for researchers, clinicians, educators, and policymakers. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is well aligned with the manuscript’s scope, effectively highlighting key elements such as trends, determinants, U.S. focus, and prevention implications, making it appropriate for an academic audience. However, it is somewhat lengthy and could be refined for improved clarity and impact without sacrificing specificity. Here is a suggested alternative title that may enhance its visibility and citation potential. “Adolescent Suicide in the United States: Trends, Determinants, and Implications for Prevention”

	

	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 well-developed, effectively outlining the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications; however, it would benefit from greater conciseness and sharper focus. In particular, the methodological details could be streamlined, repetitive mentions of national prevention strategies minimized, and less critical contextual information reduced, while strengthening the clarity of key findings and outcomes. A more concise and results-oriented abstract would improve its clarity and overall impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well structured, but there are a few areas where scientific rigor could be strengthened. The study is described as a narrative review, but the methodology would benefit from greater transparency (e.g., clearer inclusion/exclusion criteria, search strategy details, and potential biases). Some statistical claims would be stronger if consistently supported with precise citations and, where possible, more recent or primary data sources. Additionally, clearer differentiation between evidence-based conclusions and general interpretations would improve the overall scientific robustness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, and reasonably up to date,but a few improvements could strengthen the reference base. There should be greater emphasis on high-impact and primary data sources (e.g., CDC, NIH, WHO flagship reports) for key epidemiological claims, as well as more consistent use of the most recent national datasets (2024–2026 where available). Additionally, incorporating more systematic reviews or meta-analyses on adolescent suicide risk factors, digital media influence, and intervention effectiveness would enhance the depth of evidence.
	

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


	There are numerous grammatical errors throughout the paper, which detract from the overall quality and professionalism. For instance, some sentences are overly long or repetitive and could be streamlined for clarity and conciseness. There are also occasional grammatical inconsistencies and awkward phrasing that would benefit from careful proofreading or professional language editing. Improving sentence structure and reducing redundancy would also enhance readability and overall presentation. However, careful proofreading is required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a strong and relevant manuscript, and with minor revisions to improve clarity, conciseness, and methodological rigor, it would make a meaningful contribution to the literature on adolescent suicide prevention.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:
Adesanmi Mathew Farukuoye, College of Health Sciences and Technology, Nigeria

