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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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This is a medical anthropological study that investigates how people think about mental
illness in Nigeria. The study is unique to this region and should be published as is. This is a
medical anthropological study that investigates how people think about mental illness in
Nigeria. The study is unique to this region and should be published as is.

In addition, | would like to see a description of how patients and families make sense of
mental illness using Kleinmann's explanatory model, etc., and | look forward to future

research.
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