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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 manuscript addresses a relevant issue concerning student housing and its relationship to student well-being and academic performance. The topic has social and institutional significance, as it highlights environmental factors that shape educational outcomes. With stronger methodological rigor and integration of contemporary literature, it could offer valuable insights for education, social development and well being.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Partly suitable. The current title suggests a focus on “psychological well-being,” yet the study does not actually measure this construct. The content primarily deals with students’ satisfaction with housing conditions rather than psychological outcomes. So it can be changed. As an alternative: “Assessing Student Housing Conditions and Satisfaction in a Rural College Context.”

	

	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 general overview of the study but lacks methodological and analytical detail. It should include information on sample size (N), study design (mixed-method), and main variables measured. The authors should clarify how “well-being/psychological wellbeing” was assessed and consider simplifying claims that cannot be empirically supported. Abstracts should be included these details. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Partially. The study design is described as mixed-method, but in practice it is predominantly quantitative and descriptive. There is no clear explanation of the qualitative component, validity and reliability of instruments, or the rationale behind the chosen analytical methods. The theoretical use of Maslow’s hierarchy and Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) is weak and not properly integrated with the data. Ethical approval procedures are also insufficiently detailed:recruitment process?, how are students reached…?


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. The reference list is quite limited and mostly local. The paper would benefit from more recent and internationally recognized sources/references on student housing, and well-being.  Please see: Ryff, C. D., Diener, E., et al. (2018), WHO Documents: Social determinants of health and well-being among young people, etc.

	

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


	The English is understandable but requires improvement for academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a meaningful topic with practical implications for student welfare and campus management, yet it needs major revision to meet academic standards. The theoretical framework should be expanded beyond Maslow, the mixed-method approach clarified, and the SDGs connection more explicitly justified. The discussion should interpret findings within cultural and contextual realities (e.g., rural student life, low expectation norms). Especially the methodology section DEFINITELY needs to be redesigned. 

 It presents an interesting and socially relevant topic but requires significant improvement in theoretical depth, methodological process, ethical documentation, and integration of existing literature. The author(s) are encouraged to revise and resubmit after addressing these major concerns.
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