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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The process view presented in this manuscript is beneficial in the formation of green choices. It establishes a single framework of neuromarketing, behavioral economics and institutional theory. The said integration assists scholars to get past uni-strand explanations of the attitude behavior gap. The model is able to inform empirical research and policy development in new market environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Current title is clear and largely suitable
	

	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.


	Strengths

• The abstract indicates the problem and mentions the key steps in the model.

Issues and suggestions

The abstract is assertive in its empirical support but the paper is a conceptual-focused one. Modify the text to show that the model is suggested and propose ways to empirically test it.

Add one sentence on methods or intended empirical tests in case you intend to add them. In case no methods are provided, e.g., the model is conceptual and propose measurement methods.

• Think briefly about the five stages, naming them in a single sentence, to help you to be more concise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The conceptual framework of the manuscript is logically organized and reveals a number of theoretical approaches put forward to explain sustainable consumer behavior. The theoretical synthesis seems to be significant and applicable to the area of consumer behavior and sustainability studies. Nevertheless, the paper could be improved in terms of clearer explanation how each of the stages of a model may be tested empirically. The propositions ought to be stated in a more testable manner and a more robust theoretical justification is required on where there is a need. This would be the scientific contribution of the study since it should provide better operational definitions and potential methods of measurement of each stage of the model.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All Reference up to date.
	

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


	The general writing of the paper is clear, however, there are various grammatical mistakes, and spelling and typing problems throughout the paper. The length and repetitive feature of some sentences are excessive and impacts on the readability of the manuscript. It is suggested that the authors should take time to rewrite the text and make sure that the terms and formats are consistent. The overall process of language editing or professional proofreading would enhance the readability and academic standard of the article to a great extent.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The journal article is timely and relevant given that it relates the perspectives of neuromarketing to sustainable consumer behaviour. The suggested conceptual framework is an intriguing interdisciplinary model and can potentially become a part of the knowledge on the role of cognitive and emotional processes in making the consumption process environmentally responsible. The paper is generally logically structured and the discussion brings out pertinent theoretical views that can trigger future studies in this field.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

According to the analysis of the manuscript, there are no significant ethical issues that can be identified.
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