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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.


	This manuscript contributes important insights into the attitudes of research scholars toward research, an area that directly influences research productivity and academic development. The comparative analysis between gender and academic streams (Arts and Science) adds value by addressing persisting assumptions about disciplinary and gender-based research inclinations. The findings—particularly the widespread unfavourable attitude—highlight gaps in research preparedness and institutional academic culture. This study can guide policymakers and universities in tailoring interventions such as research training, mentorship, and support mechanisms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and reflects the content precisely.
	

	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 comprehensive and covers objectives, methodology, sample, tools, analyses, and major findings.
Suggested improvements:

· Add 1–2 sentences clearly stating the implications of the findings.

· Consider adding the reliability/validity details of the tool used, if available.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The objectives are well-aligned with the methodology, and statistical tools are appropriate. The sample size is adequate, and the results logically correspond with the data presented. The discussion appropriately relates the findings to previous research. Inclusion of effect sizes could further strengthen the quantitative interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, relevant, and include fairly recent sources (including 2022 and 2023).
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires moderate editing.
Common issues:

· Typographical errors (e.g., “significance difference”, “material and methods”).

· Minor grammatical corrections needed.

· Some sentences in the Results and Discussion sections are lengthy and can be made concise.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures need refinement for clarity and readability.

Ensure uniform formatting for table headings, numbering, and captions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical concerns are evident. The study involves Ph.D. scholars, and data collection through a standardized scale appears appropriate.
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