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Compulsory REVISION comments
This paper aims to summarize, in an easy to remember way, the signs and
symptoms of impending suicide. It is unclear who would be helped by this – there is
a vast literature on this subject and mental health counsellors are aware of this
information. It would be useful, however, for teachers and certainly for friends and
perhaps for family members of depressed youth. The authors also need to make it
clear why they are basing their paper on mainly one prior paper and in what way
their contribution differs.
My recommendation is, therefore:
Address family, friends, teachers e.g. non-professionals
Emphasize that this is a teaching article meant to summarize and simplify the task.
Point out how this summary differs from what has already been written.
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