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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.
	This manuscript is timely and highly relevant in today’s global scenario. While there are articles on
financial and general literacy, this article on DFL in the context of cybercrime victimization especially in a developing country context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	I would suggest the title to be reframed as “The Association of Digital Financial Literacy on Cybercrime
Victimization: Evidence from Sri Lankan Commercial Bank Customers”. As the results mentioned are more of correlation than causal forms.
	

	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 quite good and covers major elements, however it can also mention the research gap that
motivated the study in one sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write
here.
	The non-significant relationship between perceived behavioral control (PC) and awareness (AW) and
cybercrime victimization is reasonable but requires careful interpretation. The manuscript discusses this, but it could better emphasize that these dimensions may act indirectly or interactively rather than directly. The limitation should be explicitly acknowledged in the methodology or conclusion. The
rationale for including age, gender, and education as control variables is not fully explained in the methodology.  Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct with the above improvements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
References can be added more.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable
for scholarly communications?
	Yes, overall, the language is good. There are occasional grammatical errors “reveled” → should be
“revealed”, “Cronbach’s Alpha (CA), as discussed in Chapter 3, is a crucial metric…” → Avoid referring
to a chapter. Use variable terminologies same as everywhere in the manuscript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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