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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.


	The authors have compiled and analyzed a wide range of studies, offering valuable insights into how films are being used as educational tools around the world. Given the growing focus on empathy, cultural sensitivity, and learner engagement in medical training, this paper makes an important contribution. It will be particularly helpful for educators exploring alternative or interdisciplinary teaching strategies in psychiatry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title seems fine
	

	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 well-structured and informative. It captures the key components of the review—background, aim, methodology, main findings, and conclusions. That said, the last sentence could be slightly refined to more strongly convey the implications of the findings.
Suggested wording:
“While films have clear potential as teaching tools in psychiatry, further research is needed to develop more standardized and evidence-based approaches.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study design is appropriate for the research aim. The PRISMA-ScR framework has been followed well, and the inclusion of the Kirkpatrick model adds rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes, but there are a few sections with minor grammatical or structural issues that could benefit from a light professional edit—nothing major, just enough to enhance flow and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	With minor improvements in language and structure, and perhaps a few visual enhancements (like summary tables), this manuscript would be well-positioned for publication.
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