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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The study is significant for the scientific community as it combines theoretical perspectives with practical implications, offering insights that can be applied across diverse organizational contexts.The findings enrich existing literature and provide a strong foundation for future studies.
	

	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.


	Yes the abstract of the study is strong.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as the research problem is clearly stated, the hypotheses are logically derived from existing literature, and the methodology—using PLS-SEM with SmartPLS—is appropriate for the objectives of the study. Alongwith this the results are presented systematically with validity, reliability, and model fit tests properly reported.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are not sufficient. Also,align references, citations, tables with APA/Harvard style.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication. But minor improvements in grammar would enhance the quality. With slight polishing, the paper can fully meet the standards of scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the Methodology section, “saturated sampling technique” could be explained in brief to give clarity.

2. The Result section has some repetitive sentences that can be removed. 

3. Table 5’s heading says “Summary of Cross Loadings” but it is Construct Reliability—this should be corrected.

4. Grammatical errors to be removed.
5. Figures are missing. 

6. More citations to be given.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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