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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Revision Required
Although the manuscript addresses an important topic related to student engagement and peer influence in educational environments using a quantitative predictive-correlational design, however, several conceptual, methodological, and writing issues must be addressed before the manuscript can be considered for publication.

The following are the suggestions suggested for strengthening the manuscript and making it ready for publication:

1. Abstract

The abstract is too descriptive and slightly long. Further, in abstract phrases like “meaningful proportion of variance” should specify the value.

2. Introduction
Research Gap Not Clear. The introduction does not clearly state, ‘What is already known’, ‘What is unknown’, Theory integration is weak. Social Cognitive Theory is mentioned but not integrated with variables.

3. Methodology

Although, the study is described as descriptive-correlational and predictive, however it seems that it is predictive correlational design. The sampling is not justified properly. The statement regarding instrument validation is confusing. What is the meaning of validity rating of 4.94. Clarify the procedure. Few indicators are inconsistent. There are also few errors or typos mistakes. 

4. Results

The results presented in the manuscript have major issues: interpretation errors.  For example, you wrote, beta of 0.343 indicating 34.3% degree of influence. This is incorrect. β = 0.343 indicates a moderate positive effect, not 34.3%. Again, p-value is mentioned wrong. Please check. Further, you interpreted that r = .467 as moderately low. Again, this is incorrect. Please verify. 

5. Discussion

The discussion mostly repeats literature instead of explaining results. Rather, it should interpret the result, compare with literature, explain why it happened, and provide implications.

6. Conclusion

Your conclusion states that both peer relationships and relational behavior significantly influence involvement, but regression results shows that the peer relationship → significant while the relational behavior → NOT significant. Please revise. 

7. References

The references have inconsistent citation style, some journal names are not italicized, and several references missing DOI formatting. 

All the best for your revision work. 
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