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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 article provides valuable insights into the factors that drive or hinder mobile banking adoption in rural areas, specifically focusing on the Kurunegala District of Sri Lanka. As mobile banking plays a critical role in promoting financial inclusion, especially in underserved regions, understanding these factors is essential for policymakers, financial institutions, and technology providers. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Factors Influencing Mobile Banking Adoption Among Rural Areas in Sri Lanka, with Special Reference to the Kurunegala District, Sri Lanka,” is informative but slightly lengthy and repetitive. 
To enhance clarity and conciseness, it is suggested to revise the title as:
“Factors Influencing Mobile Banking Adoption Among Rural Areas: A Study of Kurunegala District, Sri Lanka.”
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study; however, it can be improved for better clarity and structure. Specifically, it is recommended to replace the conclusion section of the abstract with a brief statement on the implications and originality of the study. Highlighting how the findings contribute to the existing literature and their practical relevance, especially for policymakers, financial institutions, and technology developers, will enhance the impact of the abstract. This change will align the abstract with standard academic expectations and better reflect the value of the research.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Introduction Section: The manuscript lacks recent data on mobile banking adoption, which is essential to establish the current relevance of the study.

2. Literature Review: This crucial section is missing. A comprehensive literature review is necessary to frame the research problem and identify gaps in existing studies.

3. Theoretical Framework:

· The study employs the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM), but incorrectly treats “Attitude Towards Using” as an independent variable. In the original TAM, it is a mediating variable. The manuscript should justify this deviation from the original model.

· Definitions of key constructs used in the study are missing and should be clearly stated to ensure conceptual clarity.

4. Research Methodology:

· The research design is labelled as “explanatory,” which is not appropriate for this type of study. It should be revised to a descriptive research design.

· The sampling method should be changed from simple random sampling to convenience sampling, as it better fits the context and data collection approach.

5. Data Analysis:

· The correlation analysis section lacks interpretation. Specifically, the relationship involving perceived ease of use is not explained and should be addressed.

· The factor analysis table is cluttered and needs to be separated into three distinct tables:
a. KMO and Bartlett’s Test
b. Validity and Reliability Measures
c. Factor Loadings

6. Conclusion Section:

· The conclusion currently merges implications, future scope, and concluding remarks under a single heading. These should be divided into separate sections for clarity.

· The limitations of the study are not mentioned.
By addressing these suggestions, the manuscript can be significantly strengthened in terms of scientific rigor and clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current manuscript includes only 10 references, which is insufficient for a study of this nature, especially considering the extensive literature available on mobile banking adoption. It is strongly recommended to add more recent and relevant references to strengthen the theoretical foundation and support the research framework. Additionally, in the questionnaire section, each construct’s statements should be properly cited. The source or reference from which these statements were adapted or adopted is missing, and including them is essential for transparency, validity, and academic integrity.
	

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


	The manuscript contains grammatical errors and awkward phrasing. Thorough proofreading and language editing are required to ensure clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	If SEM (Structural Equation Modeling) is used, presenting the model would strengthen the analysis.
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