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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 article is important for the scientific community because it provides new information on 
the mental health of adolescents in school from research with a quantitative method. 
 
 
The title is long but appropriate 
 
It seems to me that in the abstract it should be clear that two instruments were applied to a 
random sample of students 
  
Subdivisions in the article are appropriate 
 
The manuscript has good scientific support but in descriptive studies like this one, it seems to me 
that research hypotheses are not necessary. 
 
references are appropriate 
 
. 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
In functional families family support is more likely; However, in some regions, at least a third of 
families are dysfunctional. On the other hand, the nuclear family typology where parents and 
children appear is not hegemonic in the populations; The highest figure we have found in our 
research is three out of five. This fact must be taken into account when talking about family support 
because there are families that do not have both parents. 
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