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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study explores how digital mental health tools can support both student well-being and academic performance, an area not widely studied before. The findings give useful insights for researchers and university staff looking for practical ways to help students. It also highlights how these tools could be integrated into universities for long-term impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript is generally suitable, but it should clearly state that a systematic review was conducted to improve clarity and academic rigor.
Digital Mental Health Tools and Their Role in Enhancing Academic Performance and Well-Being: A Systematic Review
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, covering the objectives, methodology, key findings and conclusions. It is adequate as is, though it could be slightly more concise for sharper focus
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is solid and shows a good understanding of both mental health and education. The methods are clear and follow systematic review standards. The findings are well-presented and only minor clarity or repetition issues are noted, which don’t affect the overall quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevan and largely recent, with many sources published between 2020 and 2025.
	

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


	The language is clear overall, but there are a few grammar and phrasing issues. A quick edit, would make it smoother
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a clear and relevant manuscript. I like how it connects academic performance with mental health, it’s a real strength.
The manuscript is well-structured, timely and covers digital mental health, academic performance and student well-being effectively. The systematic review approach is appropriate. Minor revisions are suggested, make the abstract more concise, fix small language issues and include ethical compliance and conflict of interest statements. Overall, a strong manuscript suitable for publication after these minor edits.

The manuscript is well-structured, scientifically sound and addresses an important topic; minor revisions are recommended to improve abstract clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No major ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript. The study is a systematic literature review, which involves the synthesis of previously published studies.
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