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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 is relevant in the fact that it provides an awareness on financial management and financial prepared among respondents.
· This study is helpful data in crafting financial allocation and utilization plan.

· This study also a basis for information on preparing retirement plan. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggestion: Financial literacy and Retirement Preparedness among Government Employees: 

A Correlation Analysis
	

	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 should be a line with the objective. (Lack of result of statement of the problem number 1)

· Write it precisely and concise, and remove the number or sign in the correlational result. ( Ex. x̄, p=value or f test…) 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, but needs improvement and additional data
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References used is sufficient.
	

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


	· Need to check the grammar

· Improve the construction of the connection of the finding on other finding if that supported or contradict on the statement. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript needs improvement and additional data. 

· Other result has no implication on the findings. 

· Objectives should be in narrative in nature. (Ex. Objective 4: To determine the significant difference in the level of financial literacy among respondents grouped according to:……it should be written like  To determine the significant difference between the profile and level of financial literacy of the respondents.
· Result of financial literacy and their variable should be in one table and do not separate one by one in the table. It’s for the convenience to the readers to read clearly by not jumping for other table and statement.

· Conclusion is unclear, write the conclusion precisely and concise base on the summary of the findings.

· Lack of theoretical and conceptual framework 

· Lack of research gap and research limitation 

· The recommendation should be a line with your finding. Do not focus on future research- just recommend also for the respondents and especially to the Institutions.
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