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This qualitative study provides critical insights into cultural myths surrounding psychiatric illnesses in
Pakistan, revealing six key themes of misconceptions that delay evidence-based treatment. Its strength
lies in documenting locally prevalent beliefs (e.g., spiritual causes, preference for faith healers) and their
impact on healthcare-seeking behavior. The findings are vital for designing culturally sensitive mental
health interventions in low-resource settings.
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Structural Clarity:

Abstract: Expand to include key results (e.g., "60% attributed illness to supernatural causes") and explicit
conclusions.

Tables/Figures:

Label Table 1 clearly and integrate into results (currently appears disconnected).

Remove placeholder text (e.g., "UNDER PEER REMEW IN WAR").

Methodology:

Clarify sampling strategy: "Convenient sampling" risks bias; justify why this was optimal.
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Specify interview tools: Attach the questionnaire (Appendix) as a supplement.

Results & Discussion:

Themes: Reconcile discrepancies (e.g., "Breadment" in Results vs. "Breach" in Table 1).

Contextualization: Compare findings more critically with cited studies (e.g., Indian myths in Kishore et al. 2011).
Limitations: Acknowledge single-site sampling and recommend multi-center follow-ups.

References & Formatting:

Correct formatting errors (e.g., duplicate "9." in references, inconsistent DOI links).Ensure all citations (e.g., [19],

[20]) match references.



