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	PART  1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)

	1. The manuscript on the Effect of Stress on Coping strategies and Shopping Behavior is significant for the scientific community as it explores the intricate relationship between stress, coping mechanisms, and shopping behavior

2. The title of the article, "Effect of Stress on Coping strategies and Shopping Behavior," effectively captures the main focus of the study. It clearly indicates the key elements being explored in the research. However, if a more concise or catchy title is desired, an alternative could be "Stress, Coping, and Shopping: Exploring Behavioral Responses."

3. Yes, the abstract of the article provides a concise overview of the study's focus on stress, coping strategies, and shopping behavior. It mentions the inherent nature of stress in human experience, the sources of stress, and the relationship between stress and coping mechanisms, particularly through shopping. The abstract effectively summarizes the key points of the research, making it comprehensive for readers to understand the scope and significance of the study.

4. Yes, the manuscript is appropriately structured with clear subsections that guide the reader through the introduction, methodology, results, discussion, analysis, and conclusion.

5. Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It follows a systematic approach in studying the effects of stress on coping strategies and shopping behavior, utilizing established tools such as the Perceived Stress Scale (PSS) and the Brief COPE Scale for data collection and analysis. 

6. While the references are appropriate, it is always beneficial to include a mix of recent and foundational sources to strengthen the literature review. If you are looking to enhance the reference list, you may consider including recent studies on stress management, coping mechanisms, and the psychological aspects of shopping behavior. For example, research articles from reputable journals focusing on consumer behavior, stress psychology, and coping strategies could provide additional depth to the study.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	1. The text is clear, coherent, and structured in a formal academic style. However, to further enhance the scholarly quality of the article, it is recommended to ensure consistency in terminology and formatting throughout the manuscript. Additionally, a thorough proofreading for grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure can help improve the overall readability and professionalism of the article. Consider revising any ambiguous or complex sentences to enhance clarity and precision in conveying the research findings.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Main suggestion:

1. The results and discussion section needs a more in-depth explanation relating to the grand theory. The manuscript mentions one grand theory that could be used to explain the research on stress, coping strategies, and shopping behavior: Lazarus and Folkman's Transactional Model of Stress and Coping. The discussion section would be greatly improved by a thorough explanation of the findings through the lens of this theory.
Other general suggestion:

1. Clarity and Coherence: Ensure that the content is presented in a clear and coherent manner. Review the organization of the sections to enhance the flow of information and make sure that the research findings are effectively communicated.

2. Consistency: Check for consistency in terminology, formatting, and referencing throughout the manuscript. Ensure that all terms are used accurately and consistently to avoid confusion.

3. Grammar and Language: Conduct a thorough proofreading to correct any grammatical errors, punctuation issues, and sentence structure problems. Pay attention to the use of academic language and ensure that the writing style is formal and appropriate for scholarly communication.

4. Referencing: Double-check the accuracy and completeness of the references. Ensure that all sources cited in the text are included in the reference list and follow the required citation style consistently.

5. Incorporating Recent Research: Consider including more recent studies and references to strengthen the literature review section and provide a more up-to-date context for the research.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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