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



	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 is important because it examines how well medical students in Zanzibar understand mental illness, addressing a crucial need in a region with limited mental health resources. The research provides valuable data on knowledge gaps that can help improve medical education curricula and better prepare future doctors to treat mental health conditions where specialized care is scarce. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable but could be enhanced for greater impact and clarity. 

"Mental Health Literacy Among Medical Students in Zanzibar: A Cross-Sectional Assessment"
	

	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, but has several areas that could be strengthened:
Introduction section - Too brief and unclear. The phrase "particularly among medical students" is confusing - it suggests medical students have higher rates of mental illness, but the context indicates it's about their role as future healthcare providers.

Modified introduction: "Mental illness poses a significant global health burden. Medical students, as future healthcare providers, play a crucial role in mental health service delivery, making their knowledge and attitudes toward mental illness essential for improving healthcare outcomes."

Methods section - Missing Sampling method

Results section - Lacks important information:

Participant demographics (age range, year of study distribution)

Effect sizes or confidence intervals for the gender difference

Abstract should include a recommendation section to be more impactful

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has several scientific strengths such as methodology design, adequate sample size, validated instrument, ethical approval and statistical analysis, but has areas of concern such as " The methods mention calculating 156 students, adjusting by 10% for non-response to yield 172, but only 156 participated." This discrepancy needs clarification.
The method mention adapting from "three validated instruments" but only names MAKS and appears to cut off mid-sentence: "The Mental Illness[11][12]." 
The method don't clearly explain how binary knowledge categorization was derived from the 5-point Likert scale (12-60 total scores).

Some percentages in tables don't align with reported sample sizes such as Age= 99.9%
No mention of pilot testing

Missing details about sampling method (random, convenience, etc.)

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and appropriately recent for this study.
	

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


	The English quality is generally acceptable for scholarly communication but requires moderate revision before publication.
Specific Examples Needing Revision:

"This study aims to assess the knowledge related to mental illness among medical students" (tense inconsistency)
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