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	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 study focused on the current status of female adolescents' mental health and emphasised the need to strengthen their young minds to develop mentally healthy children in future. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable, but a few suggestions are, 

It's not focused on Psychological health conditions, but on mental health, hence, the title can be changed as ,
Individual And Familial Factors On Mental Health  Of School-Going Adolescent Girls In Chandigarh

	

	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.


	Yes, Its comprehensive, still few suggestions are, 
1. Instead of directly starting with Aims, write information related to the background of the study.
2. Instead of suggestions and change to recommendation  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes, no methodology flaws are noted. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  Total study  number  is enough, but only 7 studies are within 10 years; the remaining references are more than 10 years. 
If possible, authors include 70-80 journal references from  recent 5-10 years, remaining 20-30 % from more than 10 yrs. 


	

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


	 Language is good, in discussion, presented the tables with repetition of number and percentage values, instead of this can write only in Percentage wise makes it clearer. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Congratulations to all authors for this insightful presentation of the study. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
 Yes, the author clarifies the following questions, 
To Whom the information of the study provided?
 Since the adolescents are below 18 years,  Assent form need to be collected?

 Whether the teachers are included in the data collection part or not? , how the confidentiality maintained? 
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