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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.


	Yes. With regard to the flipped classroom model, in particular, this manuscript significantly adds to the expanding corpus of research on technostress in educational settings. Although a lot of research has been done on technostress in corporate and organizational contexts, fewer qualitative studies have looked at teachers actual experiences with digitally transformed pedagogies, particularly in West Bengal, India. Through the use of Interpretative Phenomenological Analysis (IPA), the study offers a thorough understanding of how the demands of pedagogy and technology interact to influence teachers stress levels. Because they emphasize the necessity of organized professional development infrastructure support and mental health policies, the findings are important for policymakers, teacher educators and institutional leaders. To integrate technology in education in a sustainable way, the study also closes the gap between innovative digital pedagogy and teacher well-being.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Okay
	

	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 comprises the following and is generally well-structured. Background. A few enhancements are suggested though. Make the research design more explicit. Declare the following instead of IPA has been employed. In this qualitative study, IPA (interpretation of phenomenology) was used. Don’t do the same thing twice. It’s easy to simplify the often-used term digital pedagogy. Include a more precise statement of contribution. The theoretical or practical contribution should be stated in one sentence. The abstract could use a little polish and a clearer statement of the contribution but overall it is thorough.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound from a scientific standpoint, overall. These goals are in good alignment with the research objectives. A few methodological issues should be addressed though. (a) Sample Size and IPA: Traditionally IPA has used homogeneous small samples (typically 5–15 participants). For IPA a sample of 54 participants is comparatively large and could present methodological issues. You ought to explain the rationale behind the use of IPA with 54 participants. Or, if the analysis tended more toward thematic analysis than strict IPA, please explain. (b) The concepts clarity: There is some blending in between. stressors related to technology and educational stressors. The theoretical framework could more explicitly incorporate models like techno-overload techno-complexity etc. even though the results are clearly structured. through to the discussion section. Data Analysis Rigor (c): Mentioning this can help to increase scientific credibility. In qualitative research these are crucial. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Studies on post-COVID technostress in education (2020–2024), focusing on the digital transformation and teacher burnout can be beneficial. The implementation of flipped classrooms has been linked in the literature to teacher workload and cognitive load theory. It would be more relevant to include two or three recent (2021–2025) peer-reviewed studies that are concentrated on teachers rather than healthcare professionals or corporate employees. The references are adequate; overall, but they could be somewhat increased with more recent research that focuses on education.
	

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


	Some minor typos were detected. Proofreading will be recommended if it is accepted. 
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