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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 contributes empirical, child-reported evidence on emotional and behavioral experiences in middle-school classrooms situated in aspirational districts, an area where systematic classroom-based mental health data remain comparatively limited. By using a brief, school-feasible screening tool, it offers a pragmatic model for integrating socio-emotional indicators into routine educational monitoring and for informing targeted supports within equity-focused schooling systems. The descriptive profiling of emotions (e.g., loneliness, worry, anger, calmness) and subgroup patterns (notably higher loneliness among scheduled tribe children) is potentially useful for policy-aligned socio-emotional learning (SEL) planning and school mental health programming. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is broadly suitable because it signals the core constructs (feelings, self-perceptions) and the population (middle school children), and it indicates a classroom-based context. However, it can be strengthened by making the design and geographic scope more precise and by avoiding potentially ambiguous phrasing (“North-East States” vs. “North-East region/aspirational districts”). 


	

	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 comprehensive: it states policy relevance, objectives, tool used, sample size/grades, and headline findings (predominance of “sometimes,” calmness, low endorsement of harmful behaviors, ST-related loneliness). It would improve with three refinements:

1. Add one line clarifying the sampling frame (schools selected with state supervision, approximate per-district sampling intention) and the year of data collection to anchor external validity.

2. Clarify that gender differences were not statistically significant (as the manuscript later reports chi-square results) rather than leaving it as only “descriptively observed.”

3. Reduce policy preamble slightly and replace it with a crisp methodological sentence and one explicit implication (e.g., screening/SEL integration) to improve balance between context and evidence.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is directionally sound in design and reporting for a descriptive, cross-sectional classroom survey. The sampling description, tool structure (16 items; emotional vs behavioral domains; 3-point scale; reverse scoring for the “calm” item), and basic descriptive statistics are coherent. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several credible and relevant sources, but it is not sufficiently current or comprehensive for a manuscript positioned at the intersection of child mental health, SEL, and policy-aligned schooling. Some citations are older foundational works, and there is limited engagement with recent school mental health/SEL measurement literature and evidence from a comparable context
	

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


	The manuscript is readable and generally appropriate for scholarly communication, with clear sectioning and an accessible narrative. However, it requires moderate language editing for consistency (terminology such as “NorthEast/North-East,” “selfreported/self-reported”), grammatical tightening, and reduction of repetition—especially where policy context is reiterated and where results are re-stated multiple times.
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