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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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides occupation-specific empirical evidence on the relationship between rotating work schedules and cognitive performance, an area that remains underrepresented outside healthcare settings. By focusing on security personnel in the transport industry, the study extends existing shift-work literature to a safety-critical workforce where attention, memory, and executive function are essential. The findings contribute to organizational psychology and occupational health research by demonstrating how well-structured rotating schedules can support, rather than impair, cognitive functioning. Moreover, the study offers practical insights for evidence-based scheduling policies that balance operational demands with employee well-being and performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and clearly reflects the main variables and focus of the study. It accurately indicates the relationship between rotating work schedules and cognitive performance and identifies the target group as security personnel. However, the title could be slightly refined to emphasize the organizational or industry context more clearly.
	

	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 well structured, as it clearly presents the objectives, research design, participants, methods, key findings, and conclusions of the study. However, it could be strengthened by briefly highlighting the main contribution or practical implications of the findings for shift scheduling and occupational safety. In addition, the abstract may be slightly streamlined by reducing some methodological details (e.g., specific statistical tests) to improve readability. Overall, only minor revisions are suggested, and no major additions or deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The research design, sampling procedure, instruments, and statistical analyses are clearly described and correctly applied. The results are logically presented and supported by relevant and recent literature, and the conclusions are consistent with the findings. Minor improvements in clarity and theoretical integration may further strengthen the scientific rigor, but overall the study meets acceptable scholarly standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and largely up to date, with a strong emphasis on recent studies (2021–2025) relevant to shift work and cognitive performance. The manuscript appropriately cites both international and local literature, which strengthens its academic grounding. The inclusion of recent systematic reviews and empirical studies enhances credibility. However, adding one or two more large-scale meta-analyses or transport-industry–specific studies could further strengthen the literature base. Overall, the reference list is adequate and current.
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and generally consistent with academic standards. Minor grammatical issues, repetition, and occasional awkward phrasing are present, but these do not affect comprehension. A light professional language editing would further improve clarity and flow, but no major revisions are required
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well designed, scientifically sound, and addresses a relevant issue in occupational and cognitive performance research. The methodology and analysis are appropriate, and the findings are clearly presented and supported by recent literature. Only revisions related to language polishing and clearer articulation of practical implications are recommended before acceptance.
The manuscript presents a relevant and timely contribution to the literature on work scheduling and cognitive performance in safety-sensitive occupations. It is generally well organized, methodologically sound, and supported by appropriate and recent references. The reviewers’ comments have identified only minor issues related to language refinement and clearer articulation of practical implications. Subject to satisfactory revision addressing these points, the manuscript is suitable for publication.
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