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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provide a good quantitive evidence about how students face academic burnout due to the work load that they face. By differentiating between quantitative and qualitative workload aspects and employing structural equation modelling, the study shows how teaching methods, learning environment, and course management contribute significantly to student exhaustion and cynicism. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is perfect!
	

	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 enough, but it could be more direct and concise, especially in stating the problem, the aim, the core methods, the key results, and the primary conclusion. The actor could remove specific software names and slightly rephrase the introductory and result sentences, which would strengthen it. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript adhered to various aspects of scientific methodology, including a theoretical basis, appropriate analysis choice, and validity checks.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript references a decent number of sources but could do with more recent references especially from the 2020
	

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

	
The manuscript's use of English is suitable enough, even though it needs more polishing for a high scholar publication 



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Overall, the study is good enough for publication with revisions. Addressing the use of the English language will significantly improve its clarity and scholarly contribution.

	



	PART  2:


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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