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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
The authors intended to bring novel insights to the world with well-designed research objectives. 

However I have found methodological challenges given in the comments below. Thus suggesting 

the substantial improvement before should be considered for publication.  

Methodology: How focus groups were organised during Watsapp set-up of data collection. 

Statement of how sample was approached is used as “target individuals who may have 

experienced suicidal tendencies or had relevant experiences related to the research topic” 

however, is the findings, evidences of participants’ voices do not appear as this was their own 

experiences.   

Data Analysis: What steps or how the thematic analysis was performed, need description and 

step-wise evidence.  

Discussion: This study has potential to write the discussion, however it is missing in the 

manuscript 

References: 

In text citations need revision, use APA for citing the relevant literature for instances (Motsomi, K., 

et al. (2022); Jones, C., et al. (2024) should be revised. DOIs need to be added in the reference list. 

Moreover some in-text citations are missing in the reference list for instance (Isaac et al. (2019).    
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Noted 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 

his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

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

 

 

 

 

 

 


