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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate, clearly formulated, and sufficiently well-delimited
	

	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 does not clearly reflect the methodology used. Therefore, I recommend including the following elements:
1. Title of the study
2. Place of the study
3. Main objective
4. Methodology:
  4.1. Approach applied
  4.2. Tools/instruments used
  4.3. Participants
5. Conclusion
6. Recommendations

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is acceptable, though it still requires some minor refinements
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, of course they are, though some revisions are still required to align with APA 7th edition standards.”
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and communicates the study’s purpose, methodology, results, limitations, and future directions. However, for scholarly publication, several issues need attention:
1 Sentence length and structure:

2. Many sentences are very long, which reduces clarity.
3. Word choice and repetition:
4. Grammar and agreement
5. APA-style considerations.

So, The content is appropriate for academic audiences, but the English needs refinement for clarity, conciseness, and grammatical accuracy. Polishing sentence structure and word choice would make it publication-ready.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has merit and addresses an important topic. Before it can be considered for publication, I recommend that the authors carefully address the following points to improve clarity, rigor, and scholarly quality. These revisions will enhance the overall readability and strengthen the impact of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, the study does not mention any ethical issues. For scholarly publication, it is important to include a section detailing how ethical issues were handled, particularly because the study involves human participants (students).
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