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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The duration of clerkships needs to be negotiated with other specialties since every
specialty considers itself important and wants more time. Therefore, the conclusion
can only be further negotiation. No one will be convinced by what a handful of
students think. The best negotiation would be to convince other specialties to allow
an experiment whereby 2 weeks on psychiatry is compared to 4 weeks and 6 weeks
with respect to students’ comfort with psychiatric patients, with psychiatric
knowledge, and with interpersonal skills.

Minor REVISION comments

The article is too long. Minor typos.
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