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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.

	The importance of this manuscript for the scientific community lies in its timely analysis of academic burnout, a growing problem in higher education, particularly in demanding fields such as architecture. By relying on validated measurement scales and advanced statistical methods (PLS-SEM and SPSS), this study offers a solid empirical basis for understanding how perceived workload contributes to emotional exhaustion, cynicism and feelings of diminished personal accomplishment among students. This work fills an important gap in the literature by focusing specifically on architectural education, which is often neglected in psychological and educational research. The results obtained can guide programme designers, educational decision-makers and mental health professionals in developing strategies to reduce student burnout and improve academic well-being.

	

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

	Yes, the title is relevant and accurately reflects the content of the study. However, it could be slightly reworded to include the notion of ‘perception’ (e.g. ‘Perceived Academic Workload and its Impact on Burnout Among Architecture Students’) for greater accuracy.

	

	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 summary is generally clear and informative. However, I recommend:
· Adding a sentence explaining the number of dimensions evaluated for each variable (workload, burnout).
· Stating the sample size at the beginning.
· Mentioning that the study is being conducted at a specific university (Al-Mustansiriya University).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, in substance:
· The methodology is well explained, and the use of statistical tools is appropriate (SmartPLS4, SPSS v28).
· The construction of the scales seems rigorous and appropriate to the field.
· The hypotheses are well formulated, and the results are consistent with the literature cited.
However:
· A section ‘Limits of the study’ is missing.
· The use of figures (e.g. Figure 3, Figure 5) could be graphically improved and captioned more professionally.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the author refers to reference works (Maslach, Kyndt, Bachman) and recent articles (2023). However, I suggest adding:
· A reference on policies to support burnout in academic settings (e.g. Salmela-Aro, K. et al. (2021)).
· An international source on the perceived workload among design or engineering students, to broaden the scope.

	

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

	
Partially. The English is generally understandable, but several sentences are too long or awkward. The following is recommended:
· Proofreading by a native speaker or professional.
· Syntactic simplification, particularly in the introduction and statistical analysis sections.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The article is part of a rigorous and original approach, with a good balance between theory, fieldwork and analysis.
The data processing is sound, but a graphical conceptual model would be welcome prior to the analyses.
The author would benefit from highlighting practical implications for those responsible for architectural training.

· Recommendation: Minor revision
Linguistic proofreading
Addition of a section on limits
Clarification of certain graphics
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	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? 
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