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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.


	The manuscript is important describing the very common and fragile topic about burnouts in athletes now days. The study shows the relationship and data within Philippine context and other culturally specific insights.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is short and concise and suitable
	

	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 comprehensive. In Method section writing quantitative descriptive method is simple way to state rather than stating correlational research design which makes it more complex
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In Introduction part there is little lack of definations like burn out and perfectionism, Negative perfectionism. The introduction concludes with intentions but should have clear objective or hypothesis. The article didn’t specify how the questionnaire in this study was validated. The time frame for data collection wasn’t mentioned. Can this study be generalized? No mention of reliability coefficients (Cronbach’s alpha) for the instruments in this study. Discussion is not present.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are sufficient and recent. Some duplicate entries and inconsistent labelling are there.
	

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


	Yes, the English quality of article is suitable for scholarly communications but it can be simplified in some aspects for all type of readers 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall manuscript is well organised.  Some points can be added by clarifying questionnaire validation, adding demographic and reliability data, and little discussion to connect results with local cultural contexts.
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