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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript explores an important and timely topic—how university students manage finances in a digital age. The use of the Theory of Planned Behavior, along with factors like financial attitude, knowledge, and locus of control, adds depth and relevance.

The findings are insightful, especially the observation that income does not significantly influence financial behavior. The methodology is sound, and the study offers both academic and practical value. With slight refinement in language, this paper would make a meaningful contribution to the field.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title: "Financial Behavior of University Students: A Theory of Planned Behavior Approach Through Cognitive, Socioeconomic, and Psychological Lenses" is quite comprehensive and informative. It accurately reflects the core of the study, its framework (Theory of Planned Behavior), and the dimensions explored.
	

	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, the abstract of the article is mostly comprehensive, covering the purpose, methodology, key variables, sample size, software used for analysis, and core findings. However, it can be refined for clarity and balance, and made more reader-friendly with a smoother flow.

Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Additions:

Mention the theoretical framework (Theory of Planned Behavior), which is central to the study but missing in the abstract.

Clarify practical implications briefly—why are these findings important for educators, institutions, or policymakers?


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall. It follows a clear structure, uses an appropriate theoretical framework (Theory of Planned Behavior), and applies a valid quantitative methodology (SEM using SmartPLS 3.0) with sound statistical treatment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	None
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article is generally understandable but not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. It conveys the key ideas, but there are several areas where grammar, clarity, academic tone, and sentence structure need improvement to meet the standards of high-quality academic writing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript can be considered for publication
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