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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 entire study targets only the Islamic Youngsters in identifying whether they are having a saving pattern and what are the factors influencing the saving pattern.. This study might be helpful for the future generation to understand the Islamic culture of saving pattern related the message given in Quran as the author specifies in the study. The other variables indicated in the study are general which is also found in other research articles. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is related to the study. 
	

	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, but in the Aims of abstract, there is a spelling mistake in second line for the word saving. The content in the aims and conclusion of first two lines seems to be same, it could be modified slightly with different words. The title of the study is mentioned in both the aims and the conclusion part, it could be modified to avoid the repetition while reading the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author has to read through the entire content and check where the full stop needs to come and the sentence framing need to be checked once again. Like for eg. In pg. no 5 under Methodology “This questionnaire applies a five-point Likert scale for measurement, where 1 indicates “strongly disagree” to 5 indicates “strongly agree” (Aulia & Indra, 2023). The population of this study consisted of students of Universitas Muhammadiyah Purwokerto using a purposive sampling technique (Turner, 2020).” – Aulia and Indra study talks about the interest in savings, but the writer ahs quoted their name and mentioned a different content. This needs to be verified. 

The importance of this paper is where the quoted content need to be matched with the given reference of the author name. The researcher must give more importance to this for the entire study.   
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references need to be cross checked with the content quoted is apt or not for the entire study. In some places content is different and the quoted author is different.

	

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


	The grammar has to be checked especially when more than one author is specified in the paper it has to be written as plural form, for example in pg. no. 3 – “Research by Ahmadi & Siswanto (2023), Andika & Syahputra (2021), dan Faozan (2022)” – this has to be written as Several Studies conducted by “specify the name of the author” . This has to be followed in the entire paper.   
In pg. no. 4 – Above H2 it is mentioned as “this hypothesis is formed as follows” – it has to be written as “the hypothesis is formed as follows”

The term “ This is in line with ”is most often used in the study, it could be modified with different words.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The author reference name is not the same for the entire paper either the first name is referred or the second name is mentioned against content in the entire paper, this has to be modified. In some places both the author name is mentioned but in some places only one author name is mentioned. When there are two authors then both the name has to be followed. 

The statistical values given in the table and in the interpretation are different. Instead of coma, full stop has to be used for the data values inside the table for the entire study of Research and Analysis.
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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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