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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 is scientifically relevant because it contributes empirical evidence on mental health awareness and perception among undergraduate students in Nigeria, a setting that remains comparatively underrepresented in the literature. Its focus on awareness, perception, and associated factors offers a multidimensional view of how students understand mental illness and which pressures they perceive as most influential. Such findings are important for researchers, practitioners, and university administrators seeking to design culturally and institutionally appropriate mental health education and prevention strategies. In this sense, the manuscript adds practical and scholarly value to the growing body of research on student mental health in higher education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant to the subject of the manuscript and reflects the major variables under investigation. However, it is somewhat lengthy and contains grammatical issues that reduce its clarity. A more concise and polished title would improve the manuscript’s academic presentation. A possible alternative is: “Awareness, Perception, and Factors Associated with Mental Illness among Undergraduate Students in the College of Health Sciences, Ladoke Akintola University of Technology, Ogbomosho, Nigeria.
	

	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 informative and covers the main components of the study, including the aim, design, sample, methods, key findings, and conclusion. However, it is not fully polished in its current form. It is overly detailed, especially in listing many associated factors with exact statistics, and this affects clarity and conciseness. I suggest condensing the results to highlight only the most important findings, simplifying the recommendations, standardizing the statistical reporting, and carefully revising the language for grammar and academic style. The authors should also verify numerical consistency between the abstract and the tables.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically relevant and addresses an important public health issue. However, it is only partially scientifically correct in its current form. The study design is appropriate at a basic level, but the manuscript has methodological weaknesses, including inconsistent reporting of the population and sample, insufficient information on questionnaire validation and reliability, and some inaccurate methodological wording. In addition, some interpretations are stronger than the data can support, particularly where descriptive responses are discussed as causal factors. The manuscript would benefit from substantial revision to improve methodological rigor, statistical interpretation, and consistency of reported data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partly sufficient and reasonably recent, as the manuscript includes several relevant sources published between 2019 and 2023 on student mental health, stigma, and associated factors. However, I do not consider the reference base fully adequate in its current form. The list appears incomplete and inconsistent, because several studies cited in the text seem to be missing from the reference section, including Alqassim et al. (2022), Siddique et al. (2022), Haddah et al. (2020), Devi et al. (2019), Irma et al. (2020), Karyotaki et al. (2020), Russell and Lightman (2019), National Institute for Health and Care Research (2022), and Lim et al. (2018). In addition, the reference formatting is not standardized, and at least one web reference (WHO, 2021) appears malformed. The authors should update and harmonize the reference list and include more recent literature from 2024–2025, especially recent systematic reviews and studies on mental health literacy, stigma, and risk factors among university students.

Suggested additions include recent evidence syntheses on university student mental health and mental health literacy, such as a 2025 umbrella review on the prevalence of mental disorder symptoms among university students, a 2024 systematic review on university students’ mental health literacy, and newer cross-sectional studies on depression, anxiety, and associated risk factors in university populations.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is understandable but is not yet suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. The paper contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, inconsistent terminology, and several non-standard academic expressions. These issues affect readability and reduce the overall quality of presentation. I strongly recommend thorough English language editing and stylistic revision before the manuscript can be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No obvious major ethical breach is reported, but the ethics section needs stronger documentation and clearer reporting.
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