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	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 provides valuable insights into how data assumptions influence the choice between parametric and nonparametric tests. It is of considerable importance to applied researchers in various fields who often work with Likert-scale data. The findings contribute to methodological awareness and support evidence-based decision-making in statistical practice.
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	The title accurately reflects the core focus of the paper. It is clear, concise, and informative. No change is required.
	

	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 is clear and well-structured, summarizing the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion effectively. However, it could benefit from having a slightly shorter background section and putting more emphasis on quantitative findings (for example adding specific results such as effect sizes or significance levels) to enhance its scientific precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically coherent. The comparative simulation approach is appropriate for demonstrating the effects of assumption violations. The results are well-interpreted and consistent with cited literature. However, the author may consider expanding the discussion to include potential limitations of the study such as sample size, restricted data type and practical implications for real-world datasets.
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	The references are sufficient, recent, and relevant. The inclusion of studies from 2010–2023 strengthens the discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and formal academic English. Minor grammatical refinements and stylistic edits such as consistency in capitalization and table labeling would enhance readability.
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	The paper aligns with the journal’s scope and demonstrates strong pedagogical value. Recommended for minor revision to refine the abstract, add brief discussion of limitations, and improve formatting consistency.
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