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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.


	This manuscript investigates the relationship between cognitive flexibility and community participation among arts and science college students. The topic is relevant to educational psychology and higher education research because cognitive flexibility is an important component of executive functioning that may influence students’ social engagement and civic participation. The study contributes to the literature by examining demographic variables such as gender, degree level, institution type, and locality. Although the study reports no significant relationship between the two variables, the findings provide useful insights into factors influencing student engagement and offer directions for future research in student development and community participation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the key variables investigated in the study. However, it could be made clearer and more concise.
Suggested alternative title:
“Cognitive Flexibility and Community Participation among Arts and Science College Students: A Survey 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, and major findings of the study. However, it can be improved by:
· Clearly stating the sample size (307 students)
· Briefly mentioning the research design (normative survey method)
· Indicating the location of the study (Tamil Nadu, India)
· Clarifying that the correlation between the two variables was not statistically significant
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is generally structured according to standard research conventions and includes the key components such as introduction, objectives, hypotheses, methodology, data analysis, discussion, and conclusion.
However, several areas require improvement:
The literature review should be expanded to include more recent empirical studies on cognitive flexibility and civic engagement.
The hypotheses appear inconsistent with the results section. For example, one hypothesis proposes a significant relationship between variables, yet the results indicate no significant correlation.
The statistical analysis is basic and limited to t-tests and correlation analysis. Additional analysis such as regression or multivariate techniques could strengthen the study.
The explanation of results should be more analytical rather than descriptive.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	he references included are relevant but somewhat limited and relatively dated. More recent literature (within the last 5–10 years) on cognitive flexibility, student engagement, and community participation should be incorporated.
Suggested areas for additional references:
· Cognitive flexibility in higher education
· Student civic engagement and service-learning
· Executive functioning and academic outcomes

· Psychological predictors of community participation
	

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


	The manuscript communicates the ideas clearly, but language editing is required. Several grammatical errors, repetition of phrases, and sentence structure issues are present. Some sections contain lengthy sentences that reduce clarity.
The manuscript would benefit from professional proofreading to improve:
· Grammar
· Sentence structure
· Academic tone
· Consistency in terminology
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables should be formatted more clearly with consistent labeling and alignmenThe methodology section should describe sampling procedures and data collection methods in greater detail.
· The discussion section should link findings more strongly to existing literature.
· The conclusion could be more concise and highlight the practical implications for educational institutions.
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