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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 (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 paper has potential to contribute to the research finding of financial literacy, however, the scope and the methodology adopted may serve as the hindering factors. The paper is not properly organized with lack of section on further recommendation after discussion of finding. The paper heavily cites general sources such as Kotler, Schiffman but lacks a robust, conceptual model or theoretical underpinning. No conceptual framework figure is presented and discussed. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	At this point, the title require modification to reduce some redundant phrases and a better choice of words to reflect the content of the paper.
	

	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 is not polish; some sentences are too long. The segregation between section/area of content are not clear. Some words are repetitive and awkwardly use. The implication of study is not clearly stated. Some punctuations are not use correctly and consistently.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology adopted is acceptable based on the current analysis software (SPSS) given the simplicity of the regression/equation analysis. However, the sampling method is not clearly explained and there is no justification of sample size determination. Hence, there is concern on the adequacy of the current sample size. Author did not discuss on data cleaning, pilot test, assumption testing (linearity, normality) as well diagnostic testing (VIF, Durbin-Watson). Need clearer explanation of what dummy variables stand for. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent but the lack of reference on theoretical ground is evident from the list and somehow formed weak establishment on linkage of theories. A closer look revealed that many are not consistently formatted such as inconsistent use of capital letters and missing of journal volumes. Some sources are self-citations or duplicates for example: Mohi et al., 2025. And, non-English articles must be acknowledged as such or avoided unless translated.
	

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


	The language require proofreading as awkward phrasing, grammatical error, inconsistent punctuations and formatting are glaring and need to be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Even though the paper tackles a relevant topic, it requires significant improvements in language, theoretical grounding, analysis depth, and overall presentation to meet journal publication standards. The section of discussions is too descriptive with no in-depth integration of past empirical findings. The finding that financial literacy increases consumption needs better theoretical framing or possible alternative explanations which in general form one of the major weaknesses of the paper. The “activities” indicator is overemphasized which could be condensed and cross-compared with other literature.
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