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	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.


	This manuscript explores an important yet often neglected area, the connection between childhood traumatic experiences and suicidal thoughts among university students in Ghana. By presenting evidence from an African context, the study fills a significant gap in global literature regarding youth mental health. Its findings are important for mental health services in educational settings and can help shape preventive strategies and policy development. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Childhood Traumatic Experiences and Suicidal Ideations Among University Students," clearly represents the main variables and the population studied. It is clear and suitable as it is.
	

	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 and offers a clear summary of the objectives, methods, outcomes, and conclusions. However, it could be improved by explicitly mentioning the sample size, highlighting the main statistical results, and briefly outlining the practical implications or recommendations. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically strong, using appropriate methods and analyses for the research questions. The use of validated tools and suitable statistical techniques increases the reliability of the findings. There are some minor suggestions for improving methodological detail and clarity, but these do not reduce the overall scientific value.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include many relevant and recent sources. To further enhance the manuscript, I recommend adding more recent regional studies (from Africa or Ghana) if available, to better place the findings in the right context.


	

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


	The quality of English and academic tone is fitting for scholarly work. The manuscript is well-written and cohesive, though a final proofreading for minor grammatical or stylistic errors is advisable.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript does not provide sufficient information about the cultural adaptation and psychometric validation of the assessment tools (CTES and BSSI) for the Ghanaian setting. The authors should specify whether these instruments were validated locally and include reliability indices for the current sample.

· The literature review primarily includes international references, with minimal emphasis on regional (African or Ghanaian) studies. Including pertinent local references would enhance the manuscript's relevance in context.

The submitted manuscript provides useful insight into the link between childhood trauma and mental health outcomes for university students in Ghana. The study is well-structured and fills an important gap in both local and international literature. We value the clear presentation and the commitment to ethical research standards. The manuscript could use minor revisions to improve the contextual discussion, especially concerning regional studies and practical implications for policy and intervention. Overall, this is a timely and significant contribution to the journal’s readership.
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