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	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 critical gap in modern medical education by examining the psychological and professional implications of "digital fatigue" within the high-stakes context of nursing training. By identifying how unstructured digital communication disrupts clinical concentration and decision-making, the study provides a vital framework for academic institutions to transition from traditional teaching to "digitally mindful" pedagogy. Furthermore, the findings offer significant value to the broader scientific community by highlighting the risk that information overload poses to patient safety, suggesting that information management must now be treated as a core clinical competency. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Very long title for 23 words. Many research books prefer titles under 15 words for better indexing and readability.

The Colon usage: While the "Hook" is great for a blog, some high-impact medical journals prefer a more formal approach without the narrative prefix.

Scope: Does the study cover all nursing students (undergrad/postgrad) or a specific year? If it’s specific to a year level, that might be worth noting.

Perceptions of Information Overload and Coping Mechanisms Among Nursing Students at a Ghanaian Health University
	

	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 author mentioned a "qualitative design," but it would be stronger if you identified the specific approach. Is it Phenomenology (exploring the lived experience) or Thematic Analysis?
Using descriptive qualitative design and thematic analysis, semi-structured interviews

Data Analysis: You mentioned "rich descriptive data," but you should explicitly state you used Thematic Analysis (e.g., Braun & Clarke’s 6-step framework). This is the "gold standard" for qualitative research.

Trustworthiness: Add a sentence on how you ensured the "truth" of the data (e.g., Member Checking—asking participants if your summaries were accurate, or Peer Debriefing).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This is a comprehensive and well-aligned manuscript. You have successfully bridged the gap between the theoretical concept of Cognitive Load Theory and the lived reality of nursing students in Ghana.
Data Analysis: You mentioned "rich descriptive data," but you should explicitly state you used Thematic Analysis (e.g., Braun & Clarke’s 6-step framework). This is the "gold standard" for qualitative research.

Trustworthiness: Add a sentence on how you ensured the "truth" of the data (e.g., Member Checking—asking participants if your summaries were accurate, or Peer Debriefing).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are highly contemporary and contextually appropriate. However, the bibliography requires technical editing to remove duplicate entries and standardize capitalization. The addition of a foundational text on Cognitive Load Theory would enhance the theoretical depth of the Discussion section.
Reference Audit: Delete the two extra copies of Masrek & Baharuddin (2023) and the extra copy of Wang (2017).
	

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


	Suitable with Minor Revisions. The manuscript is highly readable, but a final proofreading pass is needed to:

1. Standardize verb tenses (prefer simple past for results).

2. Fix minor punctuation errors (missing commas before "which" or "while").

3. Eliminate redundant phrasing (e.g., "for those using digital platforms, online learning modules" is slightly clunky).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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