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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 addresses a critical and timely issue in the higher education sector: the mental health of college students during transition periods. By evaluating specific screening processes and referral pathways, the study offers practical insights that could inform policy-making in university guidance centers. It highlights the necessity of early detection systems and the integration of diverse support systems (faculty, peers, and nurses) to ensure holistic student well-being.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title “Mental Health Screening and Referral Pathways Among College Students: A Case Analysis” is descriptive and accurately reflects the study's scope. 
	

	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 generally comprehensive, covering the background, methods, results (themes), and conclusion. However, the “Results” section in the abstract lists themes but does not provide specific findings or data points (other than the themes themselves) that support these conclusions. Adding a brief sentence on the specific outcome of the screening data (e.g., prevalence rates found) would strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The underlying scientific premise is sound, but the presentation of the Results section requires major restructuring. Currently, the “Results” section (Section 3.0) heavily cites existing literature (e.g., Tan et al., 2022; Kim et al., 2022) rather than presenting the primary data collected in this specific case analysis.

A Case Analysis should present the unique findings of this study - such as specific quotes from interviews, detailed observations from the document review, or specific metrics from the screening tool used at the specific university. The literature cited in the Results section belongs in the Introduction or Discussion sections. The Results section should be reserved for what this study found, not what other studies have said.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent (mostly 2020–2024) and relevant. However, there are formatting inconsistencies in the in-text citations (e.g., “Corpuz(2023).” appearing at the end of sentences disjointedly). The reference list needs to be rigorously checked for adherence to the journal’s specific citation style.
	

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


	The manuscript requires significant copy-editing and proofreading. There are frequent grammatical errors, issues with subject-verb agreement, and awkward phrasing that impede readability. Examples: “Mental health of college student has been concern” It should be, ‘The mental health of college students has been a concern”. “This include mental health problem” It should be, “This includes mental health problems”. Recommendation: The paper must undergo a thorough proofreading process or professional language editing before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is excellent and the data (1,231 freshmen screened) is valuable. However, the manuscript cannot be published “as it is” because of the structural error in the Results section (mixing literature with findings) and the need for significant English language correction. If these two areas are addressed, the paper will be a strong contribution.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. The manuscript mentions that the researcher secured a permit from the Ethics Review Committee and ensured anonymity and confidentiality (Section 2.0).
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