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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	Ms_JOGRESS_15515’s manuscript addresses a critical and contemporary issue (mass migration) by examining emigration intentions and drivers in Sri Lanka’s recent economic crisis. The focus on Colombo Municipal Council (CMC) gives useful data on how prevailing economic conditions, quality of life, employment opportunities, education, and political perceptions shape migration aspirations among urban dwellers. The comparison between individual migration intentions and national migration trends also gives a potentially useful perspective for understanding the relationship between migration desires and actually observed migration patterns. Findings may contribute to ongoing scientific and policy conversations on migration, brain-drain, human capital retention, and the socio-economic consequences of emigration in Sri Lanka and similar migration-prone situations.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Improvement required

Emigration Intentions and Drivers Among Residents of Colombo Municipal Council, Sri Lanka
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Needs Improvement

The abstract addresses an important and contemporary issue and presents the study’s context, key findings, and policy relevance clearly; however, a clearer statement of the research gap, more information on the study design, sampling & analytical methods, & greater caution in interpreting the findings from the small sample of 69 respondents, particularly the comparisons between migration intentions and actual national departures and the conclusions regarding gender constraints and brain drain. 

	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Good
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Needs Improvement

The intro provides a good contextual background; however, the specific research gap & the study’s specific contribution should be stated more carefully. You need to state why examining emigration intentions among CMC residents adds value beyond existing national migration statistics. Feel free to expand your introduction to 3 pages.

	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Good
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Good
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Needs Improvement

Methodology is good, but the use of a relatively small sample of 69 respondents requires stronger justification, especially regarding the sampling technique & representativeness. You need to clarify whether the study is exploratory/descriptive and limit generalizations accordingly.

	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Satisfactory

The work involves voluntary participation and collection of data from respondents without indication of procedures that would raise substantial ethical concerns.

	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Satisfactory


	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	Excellent


	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Good


	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Needs Improvement

Parts of the conclusions appear stronger than the evidence supports. Claims regarding “brain drain,” “measurable suppression” of female migration, and regulatory barriers being responsible for the gap between female aspirations and actual departures require more robust scientific evidence and should be presented more greater care.

	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Needs Improvement (same as the above)

Parts of the conclusions appear stronger than the evidence supports. Claims regarding “brain drain,” “measurable suppression” of female migration, and regulatory barriers being responsible for the gap between female aspirations and actual departures require more robust scientific evidence and should be presented more greater care.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	Good


	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	Excellent
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Consider reframing to “Emigration Intentions and Drivers among Residents of Colombo Municipal Council, Sri Lanka.” This is Clearer and academically straightforward and more consistent with your actual primary data. More precise than “migration intentions,” since your study is specifically about leaving Sri Lanka. Not overly ambitious given the sample size of 69
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	The abstract addresses an important and timely issue and presents the study’s context, key findings, and policy relevance clearly; however, a clearer statement of the research gap, more information on the study design, sampling & analytical methods, & greater caution in interpreting the findings from the small sample of 69 respondents, particularly the comparisons between migration intentions and actual national departures and the conclusions regarding gender constraints and brain drain. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Yes
The manuscript addresses a contemporary and relevant topic and has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the scientific literature on migration. However, a few issues raised in the review require clarity and revision before the manuscript can be considered for publication. I encourage the author(s) to carefully address the comments I have provided, especially the ones relating to the study’s methodology, interpretation of findings, and discussion of its scientific contribution. Careful consideration of these issues will improve the clarity and quality of the work.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	No
The study appears to involve voluntary participation and collection of information from respondents without indication of procedures that would raise substantial ethical concerns.
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