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	Author�s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 younger generation is keen on saving time with the usage of internet facility in all aspects of life. Banking is considered as the most important but people couldn't afford time to visit bank and want to solve any kind of bank related work online. So the topic is related to the current situation in the world.
	Usage of credit cards are increasing in a rapid way.

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is verily suitable.
	The author intends to tell us the mental factors of the usage of credit cards.

	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 article is comprehensive.
	The abstract contains all the information in brief regarding the article such as aim, design, place and duration, methodology, results and conclusion. 
I found findings missing in the abstract.

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	The article reports regarding the psychological benefits of using the credit cards.

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references mentioned are sufficient.
	The author has referred articles since 2016 and mentioned regarding the banks with reference during 1995. As the usage of credit cards are from recent years.

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


	Yes it is suitable.
	The English language used by the author is simple and easily understandable by any one who reads it. No complexity of words are used.

	Optional/General comments


	On the whole the research article is good.
	The topic is of recent issue and verily informative and useful to the younger generation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No.

	Since the topic does not harm the respondents or any human who use credit cards there is no ethical problems.
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