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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.


	This study contributes to the scientific community by rigorously evaluating the structural integrity and goodness-of-fit indices of the GUAM framework, offering a validated model for future usability and technology acceptance research. Given the increasing complexity of user interaction with digital systems, the validation of models like GUAM is essential for researchers and practitioners aiming to develop user-centred, empirically grounded solutions and by empirically validating the GUAM framework using robust statistical techniques, this manuscript addresses a significant gap in usability and acceptance modelling, offering insights of value across disciplines such as information systems, education, and human-computer interaction. This work enhances theoretical understanding within the scientific community by confirming the structural validity of a comprehensive acceptance model applicable to diverse technology adoption contexts.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	-The abbreviation ‘GUAM’ in the original title refers to the Generic Usability and Acceptance Model. To enhance clarity and ensure transparency for readers. 
-The Title has been revised to “Structural Model Evaluation: Validating the Goodness-of-fit indices of the Generic Usability and Acceptance Model (GUAM) Frameworks.”
	

	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.


	Abstract is very good but whenever author write any abbreviation in the abstract, please ensure the first letter of the abbreviation should be written in capital letters so that readers can identify it. i.e. Generic Usability and Acceptance Model (GUAM), Structural Equation Modelling (SEM).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Original manuscript is scientifically correct and relevant to the in current era. 

 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please Ensure that all references cited in the original manuscript are form recently published research papers, preferably within the last 5 to 10 years to maintain the relevance and currency of the review. So, kindly add 5 to 7 currently published research papers.  
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	- Abstract is very good but whenever author write any abbreviation in the abstract, please ensure the first letter of the abbreviation should be written in capital letters so that readers can identify it. i.e. Generic Usability and Acceptance Model (GUAM), Structural Equation Modelling (SEM).
-Please add the abbreviation table, nomenclature table etc. in the original manuscript.
-In the keyword not use the abbreviation write the full name and arrange all keywords in the alphabetical order.

 - Please Ensure that all references cited in the original manuscript are form recently published research papers, preferably within the last 5 to 10 years to maintain the relevance and currency of the review. So, kindly add 5 to 7 currently published research papers.  
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