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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.


	The manuscript offers timely insight into how family cohesion influences adolescent psychological well-being in Ghana. It fills a regional research gap and uses validated tools with a sizable sample. The findings have practical relevance for school counselling and family interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. It clearly reflects the main variables studied and the target population. However, for added clarity and specificity, a possible alternative could be:
"Family Cohesion and Adolescent Psychological Well-being: Evidence from Senior High Schools in Ghana."
	

	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 generally comprehensive, covering the purpose, methods, key findings, and conclusion. However, it can be improved by:

· Removing repetition — for instance, the sentence “It is therefore concluded that a significant positive correlation exists between family cohesion and psychological wellbeing among students” simply repeats an earlier sentence stating the same result. Instead, use the conclusion to highlight implications.

· Clarifying the sample size — mention the number of valid responses (326) rather than the total administered (357).

· Briefly noting the instruments used — referencing Ryff’s Scale and FACES IV would strengthen methodological clarity.

· Avoiding unclear phrasing — e.g., “students who live with their parents” could be clarified to specify whether it means both or at least one parent.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its overall design, implementation, and analysis. It states clear hypotheses, uses validated instruments (Ryff’s Psychological Wellbeing Scale and FACES IV), and applies appropriate statistical methods, including Pearson correlation, t-tests, and ANOVA. The methodology is sound, and the results are logically interpreted in relation to the research objectives.

However, two areas would benefit from refinement:
Causal language in a correlational study: The manuscript occasionally uses phrasing such as “leads to an increase in psychological wellbeing,” which implies causality. Since the study is cross-sectional and correlational, it cannot establish cause-and-effect relationships. Replacing such language with more accurate terms like “is associated with” or “is positively related to” would enhance scientific precision.

Aside from these points, the manuscript is methodologically and scientifically sound, and its findings are both relevant and well-structured.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include a good mix of foundational theories (e.g., Bowen, Ryff, Olson) and recent empirical studies (e.g., Bogaerts et al., 2021; Rahgozar & Giménez-Llort, 2024; Crespo & Relvas, 2024). Several studies from Ghana and the African context are also cited, which strengthens local relevance.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable, but it requires moderate revision to meet the standards of scholarly communication. Key observations include:

· Grammar and syntax issues: Some sentences are wordy, awkward, or contain tense inconsistencies. For example:
“This therefore suggests that an increase in level or quality of family cohesion leads to an increase in psychological wellbeing…” — could be made more concise and precise.

· Redundancies: Phrases like “students whose parents were married had the highest level or quality of family cohesion…” are repeated in several sections almost verbatim.

· Informal phrasing: Terms like “do whatever it takes to stay together” (in the recommendations) are too informal for an academic article.

· Transitions and cohesion: Some paragraphs, especially in the discussion, would benefit from smoother logical transitions between studies and interpretations.

In summary, the manuscript would benefit from a thorough language edit to improve clarity, academic tone, and fluency. The core content is sound, but polishing the language will improve its overall professionalism.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses a relevant and timely issue with clear research objectives and sound methodology. It contributes meaningfully to understanding adolescent well-being in the Ghanaian context. With some refinement in language, interpretation, and citation depth, the manuscript has strong potential for publication.
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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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