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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 manuscript examines the relationships between self-efficacy, problem-solving skills, assertiveness, and adolescent mental health using a pathway model. The topic is important because adolescent mental health is a growing concern globally, and identifying psychological predictors that support well-being can inform educational and psychological interventions. The study contributes to the literature by exploring assertiveness as a mediating factor between self-efficacy, problem-solving, and mental health. The findings may help educators, psychologists, and policymakers design programs that strengthen students’ psychological skills and improve their mental well-being.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title reflects the key variables examined in the study and indicates the use of pathway analysis. However, it could be shortened for clarity.

Suggested alternative title: Self-Efficacy, Problem-Solving, Assertiveness, and Adolescent Mental Health: A Path Analysis Study


	

	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 provides a general overview of the study, including the purpose, methodology, sample size, and main findings. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the statistical approach used for the mediation analysis and clarifying the interpretation of mental health scores since the GHQ scale indicates poorer mental health with higher scores. The abstract should also clearly state the main implication of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses an important topic and uses recognized psychological measurement instruments. However, several methodological and reporting issues require clarification. The methodology is written in future tense even though the data were already collected. Some statistical interpretations appear inconsistent, particularly regarding the direction of relationships involving GHQ scores. The path analysis results require clearer explanation and tables should be better labeled. Overall, the study has potential but requires major revision.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes many relevant and recent references. However, some appear duplicated or incomplete, and formatting should be standardized.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires language editing. Several sentences are repetitive or grammatically unclear. Improving English clarity would enhance readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction could be shortened to reduce repetition.

2. The research gap should be stated more clearly.

3. The methodology should clarify sampling procedures and participant demographics.

4. Statistical findings should be explained more clearly in the results section.

5. The discussion should focus more on interpreting the findings rather than repeating theory.
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