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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.


	The manuscript addresses the crucial topic of first-year college student adjustment an area vital to understanding student retention, well-being, and academic success. It offers empirical data that can guide higher education institutions in designing support programs that promote psychological, academic, and interpersonal adjustment. The study is particularly relevant in the context of increasing academic stress and evolving post-pandemic learning environments. By focusing on first-year students, the research adds value to the literature on transition challenges and institutional support interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear, relevant, and reflects the study's scope.
	

	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 generally clear and provides the objective, methodology, and key findings. However, it is lengthy and includes details better suited for the results section (e.g., references to other studies and psychosocial explanations).
Suggestions:
· Shorten and focus on purpose, methods, main results, and conclusion.

· Avoid extended explanations or literature-based interpretations within the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows the structure of a descriptive-correlational research study. Data presentation is clear and tables are well-organized. The statistical methods (frequency, chi-square, t-test) are appropriate for the research questions.
However:
· Some interpretations extend beyond what the statistical results can support.

· A few inconsistencies exist (e.g., repeated explanation for Table 5; some variable labels need refinement).

· The methodology lacks detail on sampling procedures and response rate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate in number and include recent sources (2020–2022). However:

· Some references contain formatting inconsistencies (capitalization, missing volume/issue formatting, authors repeated).

· Include more local studies if possible for contextual grounding.

· Check all DOIs for accuracy and formatting.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but several sections would benefit from language refinement.

· Redundancy appears in some paragraphs (e.g., repeated summary of interpersonal findings).

· Verb tenses are sometimes inconsistent.

· Minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasing appear throughout.
A light to moderate language edit is recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider reorganizing the discussion section to reduce repetition and ensure clearer synthesis.

· Add a section on limitations (e.g., self-report bias, limited generalizability, single-campus sample).

· The conclusion is strong but could better connect with policy and guidance implications.

· Figures or visuals summarizing key statistics could improve readability.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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