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	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 study is good but needs major revision as advised. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.


	Abstract is fine but it needs refinement in expression and writing. For example, the use of ‘we’ ‘our’ is inappropriate as it should be in passive voice instead of active. Method and sampling technique is missing. Statistical notations are missing. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Problem statement and background is weak. It needs to support the conceptual model and scope for the population being studied. 

2. APA format needs to be utilized in writing. If the study is quantitative in nature then why research questions are written. There are too many objectives. What does the word ‘gauge” mean in objective 2? Which test or inference the author is refereeing to? Too many jargons are used to express the correlation test in research objectives. They all can be merged into one objective. 
3. Literature review needs to be merged into introduction and likewise hypothesis can be mentioned separately after empirical and conceptual evidence of the variables. 

4. Is Figure 1 a conceptual model of the study? 
5. Under data collections numbers are randomly mentioned without any statistical notation. For example per cent instead of %. 

6. Please verify the mediation table and needs to comprehensively show effect sizes for all interactions. 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The paragraphs are unnecessarily long. Need major revision in writing and expression. Academic writing needs to be utilized. Over usage of jargons throughout the script making it complicated to read. Statistical notations in result chapter needs to be italicized. 
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