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	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 an important public health concern related to mental health screening and referral pathways among college students. It highlights the growing prevalence of psychological distress and emphasizes early detection and institutional support systems. The study contributes to existing literature by focusing on a case analysis in a Philippine university setting, which adds contextual relevance. The findings may guide policymakers and educational institutions in strengthening mental health programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the content of the study. It clearly indicates the focus on mental health screening and referral pathways among college students.
Optional Title:

“Mental Health Screening and Referral Pathways Among College Students in a Philippine University: A Case Analysis”
	

	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 covers the background, purpose, methods, results, and conclusion. However, minor revisions are suggested:

· Improve grammatical structure and clarity.

· Specify the sample size clearly.

· Briefly mention the methodology design more precisely.

Suggestion: Revise the abstract for language quality and conciseness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows a logical structure and applies an appropriate descriptive case analysis design. The objectives, methodology, and results are aligned. However:

· The methodology lacks detailed information on sampling technique and data analysis.

· Validity and reliability of screening tools are not clearly discussed.

· Ethical approval details could be strengthened.

Overall, the study is scientifically acceptable but requires methodological clarification.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are relevant and include recent sources (2020–2025). They adequately support the discussion. However:

· Some references lack complete citation formatting.

· A few web sources should be replaced or supplemented with peer-reviewed journal articles.

Overall, references are sufficient but need minor improvement in formatting.


	

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


	The language requires significant improvement. There are:

· Frequent grammatical errors

· Sentence structure problems

· Repetition of ideas

· Inconsistent tense usage

Professional language editing is strongly recommended.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· Improve clarity and coherence throughout the manuscript.

· Revise tables and ensure proper labeling and formatting.

· Strengthen the discussion by linking findings more clearly with results.

· Avoid repetitive statements in Introduction and Discussion sections.

· Improve consistency in referencing style.
The manuscript is relevant and scientifically meaningful but requires improvements in:

•
Language quality

•
Methodological clarity

•
Reference formatting

•
Presentation and structure
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are identified. The authors reported obtaining ethical approval and ensuring confidentiality. However, the ethics section should include:

· Ethics committee name

· Approval number

· Date of approval

for better transparency.
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