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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 contributes significantly to the literature on medical education by systematically reviewing the use of film in psychiatry teaching. It highlights a growing pedagogical trend which corresponds to contemporary calls for more humanistic, culturally sensitive, and engaging approaches to psychiatric education. The scoping review format is appropriate, providing a broad overview while also identifying research gaps and methodological limitations in current practices. The findings are valuable for curriculum developers, educators, and researchers aiming to improve empathy, cultural competence, and diagnostic reasoning in psychiatric training.
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	Yes – no changes necessary.
	

	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 is adequately structured as it has all the required parts. My suggestion is to include a brief note on Kirkpatrick’s framework for better clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct with well-described methodology. 
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	The references are sufficient and include recent literature, so no additional references are needed.
	

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


	The quality of English is fine – the language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article would benefit from more structured tables summarising the results by themes, target groups, and learning outcomes.
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