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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	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 is a scoping review that was conducted to map the existing evidence regarding suicidal ideation and behavior prevalence and associated risk factors among pregnant adolescents in low- and middle-income countries, along with determining research and policy gaps that might result in improved future research and public health.
	



[bookmark: PART_2.1_(Objective_Publication)]PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the paper?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	5. Are the objectives clearly stated?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	7. Is the literature review recent?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	8. Is the literature search methodology explained properly?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	9. Is the Critical analysis of literature done?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	10. Is Identification of research gaps/future directions done ?
	4
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	Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	11. Are the conclusions logically arrived?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	12. Are the limitations of the paper discussed?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	13. What is the Quality of references (i.e. from peer reviewed authentic sources)
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	14. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	




[bookmark: PART_2.2_(Subjective_Evaluation)]PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the title of the article suitable?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The title of the article is suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The abstract is mostly comprehensive. However, some improvements are suggested:
Mention the type of review in abstract methods.
Mention the full terms for each abbreviation in abstract methods.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically correct; however, some improvements are suggested:
In the introduction, define "suicidal ideation" with a reference.

Describe the difference between suicidal ideation and a suicidal attempt.

In the introduction, before objectives, mention the research question.

In the Methods, additionally describe the research question according to the PCC framework (Population, Concept, and Context)

Move sections 2.3 to 2.7 to the results section.

In 2.9 Charting the Data, mention the full terms for each scale with the abbreviations in parentheses.
Move Figure 1 to the start of the results section and present the figure with a related description.

Present the current sections 2.3 to 2.7 in the results section.

Add an additional table according to the PCC framework (Population, Concept, and Context).
In the current Table 2, add a note to mention the full terms for each abbreviation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Some improvements are suggested regarding references:
Check for in-text citations and references' dates to the extent possible, including the dates for all the websites' articles, and only mention "n.d." when it is impossible to find the date.
In the introduction's 3rd paragraph, provide references: Pregnant adolescents are a particularly susceptible group because they face developmental, biological, and socio-structural risks. Adolescence is distinguished by continuous neurodevelopment,
	



	
	emotional regulation maturation, and identity formation. When pregnancy occurs at this time, young women may experience additional stressors such as unwanted pregnancy and intimate partners.
In the results section, provide in-text citations or references with each reviewed statement.

In 4.1 Comparison with Existing Literature, second paragraph, provide references. Several previous studies and reviews underlined depression and anxiety as the primary determinants of suicidal ideation among adolescents.
In 4.1 Comparison with Existing Literature, the third paragraph, provide a reference. A previous study has indicated that early pregnancy can lead to school dropout, social isolation, and reduced future possibilities, particularly in resource-limited countries.

In 4.2 Public Health and Policy Implications, the third paragraph, provide references.
Standard depression scales (e.g., EPDS, PHQ-9) include suicide-related items, but they may not account for contextual stressors specific to pregnant adolescents, such as family rejection,
intimate partner abuse, or scholastic dropout.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
	NO
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