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	Reviewer’s comment

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


	The manuscript
· analyses the impact of learning management systems (LMSs) on educational surveillance and student agency

· provides insights into the influence of technology on learner autonomy and
· offers findings relevant to educators, policy makers,and researchers for implementing human centered, effective online learning strategies. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title effectively conveys the theme of the article.
	

	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.


	Yes. The abstract is comprehensive and it effectively summarizes the key ideas. However, the article can have more clarity with a brief discussion of  the specific methodologies employed, their implications and the differences between traditional surveillance and digital surveillance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript proves scientific rigor through its well-structured approach, use of reliable sources, inclusive data presentation, and the effective integration of theoretical frameworks.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. However, the following texts could contribute more significantly to LMS based surveillance and learning outcomes. 
· Taylor & Roberts (2023) – Examining resistance behaviors to digital surveillance in higher education.

· Kayet al. (2022) – Exploring the impact of LMS monitoring on student engagement and mental health.


	

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


	Yes. The author has presented the ideas clearly. Yet, the author has to 
· rewrite some of the lengthy sentences to enhance readability
· eliminate repetitions

· use consistent terminology (Eg: oversight, surveillance, monitoring)
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-crafted and has the potential to reform institutional practices. With minor revisions, it will achieve high academic standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Though ethical issues are not explicitly seen in the manuscript, the nature of research has ethical considerations such as confidentiality, informed consent, access to sensitive data, avoiding bias, and the representation of the vulnerable learners. It is recommended that the author highlights these ethical considerations to strengthen the research integrity.
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