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PART1: Comments 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingtheimportan
ce of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

This manuscript provides valuable insights into the prevalence of suicidal ideation and attempt among 
Nigerian university students. By identifying key risk and protective factors, the study contributes to a 
better understanding of the underlying causes of suicidal behavior in thispopulation. These findings 
can inform the development of targeted prevention and intervention 
programstailoredtothespecificneedsofNigerianstudents,ultimatelyhelpingtoreducetheburden 
ofsuicideinthisvulnerablegroup. 

 

Isthetitleof thearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternative title) 

Thetitle"Perceived-RiskandProtectiveFactorsinSuicidalIdeationandAttemptAmongStudentsin the 
Federal Polytechnic of a Kwara State Nigeria" is generally suitable and accurately reflects the content 
of the study. However, you might consider a slightly shorter and more impactful title. 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinth
is section? Please write your suggestions here. 

Theabstractisgenerallycomprehensive,providingaclearoverviewofthestudy'sobjectives, methodology, 
key findings, and conclusions. However, there are a few areas where it could be improved: 

Suggestionsfor Improvement: 

1. Strengthenthe Introduction: 
Consideraddingabriefstatementabout theglobalburdenofsuicide anditsimpactonyoung people. 

HighlightthespecificcontextofNigerianuniversitiesandtheuniquechallengesfacedby students there. 

2. Elaborateon Methodology: 
Provideamoredetaileddescriptionofthesamplingtechnique,includingthespecificcriteria for participant 
selection. 

Brieflymentionthedatacollectionmethodsused(e.g.,self-administeredquestionnaires, interviews). 

Specifythestatisticalanalysistechniquesemployedtoanalysethedata. 

3. Strengthenthe Conclusion: 
ReiteratethemainimplicationsofthefindingsforsuicidepreventionstrategiesinNigerian universities. 

Suggestspecificrecommendationsforfutureresearchandintervention programs. 

RevisedAbstract Example: 

Background: Suicide is a significant public health issue, particularly among young people. 
Nigerianuniversitystudentsfacevariousacademic,social,andeconomicchallengesthatmay increase their 
risk of suicidal ideation and attempt. 

Objective: This study aimed to investigate the perceived risk and protective factors 
associatedwithsuicidalideationandattemptamong studentsattheFederalPolytechnicOfa, Nigeria. 

Methods: A cross-sectional survey was conducted among 236 students using a self- administered 
questionnaire. Data were collected on socio demographic characteristics, knowledge of suicide, 
perceived risk and protective factors, and prevalence of suicidal 
ideationandattempt.Descriptivestatisticsandchi-squaretestswereused toanalysethedata. 

Conclusion: The findings emphasize the need for comprehensive suicide prevention programs 
inNigerianuniversities.Theseprograms shouldaddress bothriskandprotective 
factors,includingmentalhealthservices,counseling,andsocialsupportinitiatives.Further research is 
needed to explore the underlying mechanisms of suicidal behaviour in this population and to evaluate 
the effectiveness of intervention programs 
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Isthemanuscriptscientifically,correct?Pleasewrit
e here. 

The manuscript appears to have a strong foundation and addresses an important topic. The 
methodologyseemssound,andthedataanalysisisappropriate.However,thereareareas wherethe 
manuscript could be strengthened, particularly in the discussion and conclusion sections, as well asin 
the language quality. 

PotentialAreasforImprovement: 

DataCollectionInstrument:Thereliabilityandvalidityofthequestionnaireusedtocollect data should be 
thoroughly assessed to ensure accurate and reliable measurements. 

Statistical Analysis: While descriptive statistics and chi-square tests are appropriate for 
initialanalysis,moreadvancedstatisticaltechniques,suchaslogisticregression,couldbe employed to 
explore the relationships between variables in more detail. 

Discussion and Interpretation: The discussion section should delve deeper into the 
implicationsofthefindings,considering thelimitationsofthestudyandsuggestingfuture research directions. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave 
suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

Theprovided listofreferencesappearstobesufficientandcoversawiderangeofrelevant sources. 

 Alargeportionof thereferencesarenotdirectlymentionedin thetextofthereview form. Out of 37 
references only references 1, 25, 13,27,28,29 and37 have been mentioned in the text. 

 Itiscrucialthatallreferencesmentionedinthetextarestatedbelowinthereference list and vice-
versa 

 Theauthor isadvisedtostructurethereferencesusingacommon identifiedstylelike APA, 
Chicago etc. 

Whilesomeofthesereferencesmaybeindirectlyrelevantto theoveralldiscussion,itwould strengthen the 
review to explicitly mention them and explain how they support the points being made. 

Theageof thereferencescansignificantlyimpacttherelevanceand currencyof theresearch. Relying heavily 
on older studies can limit the understanding of current trends and emerging issues in the field of suicide 
prevention. 

To improve the relevance of the manuscript, the authors should incorporate more recent studies. 
ThiscanbedonebyconductingathoroughliteraturereviewusingdatabaseslikePubMed,PsycINFO, 
andGoogleScholar.Byincludingrecentresearch,theauthorscanstrengthentheirargumentsand provide a 
more up-to-date perspective on the topic. 
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Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable 
for scholarly communications? 

The manuscript has a strong foundation but requires further refinement. Additionally, the language 
quality could be improved through careful editing and proofreading to avoid 
grammaticalerrorsandawkwardphrasing.Avoidcolloquialismsandcontractions.Maintaina formal and 
objective tone. 

ExampleofImproved Language: 
 
Original:"Thestudy found thata lotofstudentshad suicidalthoughts." 

Improved:"Thestudyrevealedthatasignificantproportionofstudentsreportedexperiencingsuicidal 
ideation." 

 

Optional/Generalcomments The manuscript should clearly state the time period during which the study was conducted. This 
informationiscrucialforunderstandingthecontextoftheresearchandassessingtherelevanceof the 
findings. 

The tables should provide more detailed information about the specific questions asked and the 
correspondingresponseoptions.Thiswouldenhancethetransparencyandreproducibilityofthe study. 

The manuscript should clearly present the results of the chi-square test and other statistical 
analyses,includingthesignificancelevelsandeffectsizes throughaseparatetable.Thiswouldallow readers 
to assess the strength of the findings. 

Visualizing the data through graphs or charts can make the results more accessible and easier to 
understand.Forexample,abarchartcouldbeusedtocomparetheprevalenceofsuicidalideation and 
attempt among different demographic groups. 

Furthermore it is also important to note that the authors have not mention anything about what 
table1representsinthecorrespondingtext.Itissuggestedtomentiontablenameatleastoncein 
thetext. 

 

 
 

PART  2: 
 

 
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) 
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