EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. Abstract says: “regardless of administrative type of school attended” But your analysis (as shared) does not test school type (government vs aided vs private) as a factor or covariate.
Fix: Either remove that claim or add a two-way ANOVA/ANCOVA (Assertiveness level × School type) and report the results.

2. Title/aim emphasize a “relationship,” but the analysis is group-difference based on assertiveness levels (high/avg/low).

 Fix options:Keep ANOVA, but reframe as “differences in problem-solving across assertiveness levels.” 

3. Or add correlation / regression using continuous ABAS scores to directly test “relationship η² = 0.027 is a small effect (practically modest).

Fix: Don’t oversell the impact. Add a short paragraph interpreting practical
	1. Thank you for the observation. Since school type was not included in the analysis, the statement referring to 'administrative type of school' has been removed from the abstract and manuscript.
2. We agree with the comment. The title, aim and related sections have been revised.
3. The small effect size has been acknowledged, and the manuscript now interpret the findings cautiously.
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