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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript addresses a timely and socially relevant issue—the intersection of e-learning and student mental health in the Indian higher education context, with a specific focus on Tamil Nadu. As digital education continues to expand post-pandemic, understanding its psychosocial implications is critical for policymakers, educators, and EdTech developers. The integration of Foucault’s disciplinary governmentality framework provides a critical theoretical lens to examine surveillance, self-regulation, and psychological pressure within digital learning ecosystems. The study contributes region-specific empirical data, which is valuable given the limited Indian research focusing on mental health dimensions of structured online coaching environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the subject matter. However, it may be strengthened by specifying the regional focus and research approach.

Suggested alternative title:
“E-Learning, Surveillance, and Student Mental Health: A Quantitative Study of Higher Education Students in Tamil Nadu”
	

	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 and clearly outlines the objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, the following improvements are suggested:

1. Mention the sample size (N = 200) explicitly.

2. Briefly indicate the statistical technique used (Chi-square test).

3. Reduce repetition in the discussion of Foucault and streamline wording for clarity.

4. Clarify whether findings are primarily attitudinal or directly measuring mental health indicators.

Including one sentence on key statistical results would strengthen the abstract’s scientific clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in structure and methodology. The use of reliability analysis (Cronbach’s Alpha = 0.912) strengthens internal consistency. The justification for using non-parametric tests due to non-normal distribution is appropriate.

However, some concerns need attention:

1. The hypothesis formulation is broad and not clearly aligned with all analyzed variables.

2. The study claims to assess “mental health,” but the questionnaire items presented mainly measure attitudes toward e-learning and teacher performance rather than validated psychological constructs (e.g., anxiety, stress, burnout scales).

3. The theoretical framework (Foucault) is conceptually rich but not strongly integrated into the quantitative findings.

4. The methodology section mentions “students and faculty,” but the sample appears to include only students—this needs clarification.

Clarifying these areas would strengthen scientific rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include several recent sources (2020–2024). The manuscript balances classical works (Foucault) with contemporary digital education research.

However, the author may consider adding:

· Recent systematic reviews on digital learning and mental health (post-2021)

· Indian empirical studies specifically on student stress and online education

· Literature on digital surveillance and algorithmic governance in education

Additionally, some references appear inconsistently formatted and should be revised according to journal style.
	

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


	he manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing. Issues include:

· Minor grammatical errors

· Repetitive phrasing

· Long and complex sentences

· Occasional awkward academic phrasing

Professional language polishing is recommended before final acceptance.
1. Minor Grammatical Errors
Original:
“The present study adopts a descriptive and exploratory approach, using quantitative research to understand how e-learning experiences are perceived by students and faculty…”

Issue: The study sample includes only students, not faculty (as per methodology).
Suggested revision:
“The present study adopts a descriptive and exploratory quantitative approach to understand how e-learning experiences are perceived by students”
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables need formatting improvement for clarity and consistency.

· Section numbering has minor inconsistencies (e.g., 4.3 repeated).

· The conclusion introduces strong mental health claims that are not fully supported by presented statistical evidence.

· A clearer operational definition of “mental health” would enhance clarity.
· The linkage between Tamil Nadu-specific data and broader theoretical implications can be tightened.
Justification:
The manuscript addresses an important topic and presents reliable quantitative data. However, improvements are required in:

· Conceptual alignment between theory and findings

· Clear operationalization of mental health variables

· Methodological clarity

· Language refinement

· Ethical statement inclusion

With these revisions, the manuscript has strong potential for publication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

he manuscript does not explicitly mention:

· Ethical approval from an Institutional Ethics Committee

· Informed consent procedure

· Confidentiality and anonymity assurances

Since primary data were collected from students, the author should include a statement confirming ethical clearance and informed consent procedures.
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