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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important issue in higher education research by examining the role of academic resilience in influencing academic achievement among undergraduate students. Academic resilience has become a crucial psychological construct in understanding how students cope with academic stress, setbacks, and challenges, particularly in contemporary educational contexts. The study provides empirical evidence from an undergraduate population and contributes to the growing body of literature linking resilience with academic performance. The findings may offer useful insights for educators, counselors, and policymakers in designing interventions aimed at enhancing students’ academic success and psychological well-being.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generallu suitable and reflects the core variables investigated in the study
	

	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 adequately summarizes the purpose, methodology, sample, instruments, and major findings of the study. However, the abstract would benefit from minor revision to improve clarity, grammatical accuracy, and academic tone. Additionally, the inclusion of a brief statement highlighting the practical or theoretical implications of the findings would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research objectives, hypotheses, methodology, and statistical analyses (t-test, ANOVA, and Pearson correlation) are appropriate and aligned with the research questions. The use of a standardized and validated instrument (ARS-30) strengthens the methodological rigor. However, the manuscript would benefit from clearer explanations regarding the measurement of academic achievement, reporting of effect sizes, and a more critical interpretation of the findings in the discussion section.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include several recent and credible sources related to academic resilience and academic achievement. The literature cited adequately supports the theoretical background of the study. Minor improvements are suggested, such as avoiding duplicate references, ensuring consistency in citation style, and including more recent high-impact international journal articles to further strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate improvement in language and academic writing quality. There are several grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and informal expressions that may affect clarity and readability. Professional English language editing is strongly recommended to enhance the overall quality and suitability of the manuscript for an international scholarly audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses a relevant topic and presents meaningful findings; however, revisions are necessary to improve clarity, coherence, and academic rigor. Strengthening the theoretical discussion, refining the language, and enhancing methodological transparency will significantly improve the quality of the manuscript and its contribution to the field.
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