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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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.


	This manuscript provides critical insights into the psychological factors influencing credit card usage among young professionals in Sri Lanka, a demographic with growing economic significance. By examining behavioral and psychological drivers, it bridges a crucial gap in understanding consumer finance in developing economies. The findings contribute to the academic discourse on financial decision-making and risk management while offering actionable recommendations for banking institutions to design more targeted and responsible credit products. Furthermore, this study's localized focus enhances its relevance to policymakers and practitioners seeking to promote financial literacy and sustainable economic growth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Psychological Drivers of Credit Card Usage Among Young Professionals in Sri Lanka"
	

	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.


	Aim: This study investigates the psychological factors influencing credit card usage among young banking professionals in Sri Lanka, addressing a critical gap in understanding consumer finance behavior in professional contexts.

Study Design: A quantitative study utilizing Partial Least Square – Structural Equation Modelling (PLS-SEM).

Place and Duration of Study: Conducted in Sri Lanka, data collection occurred from January 2023 to March 2023 (insert exact dates).

Methodology: A web-based structured questionnaire was distributed to 384 young bankers, employing a five-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (Strongly disagree) to 5 (Strongly agree). The analysis examined the relationships between the dependent variable (Credit Card Usage) and independent constructs (Attitude, Convenience, Financial Optimism, Social Status, and Usage Patterns).

Results: The findings demonstrated a positive relationship between Credit Card Usage and all independent constructs, with Convenience exerting the most significant influence. These insights are particularly valuable for financial institutions seeking to design targeted credit card products and services.

Conclusion: This study provides meaningful implications for financial institutions in tailoring their offerings to the banking sector. Future research could broaden the scope by comparing various professional groups and incorporating cultural dimensions to enrich the understanding of psychological drivers in credit card usage.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the abstract provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. Here are the reasons supporting this conclusion and a few considerations for further validation:

Strengths:

Clear Research Aim:

The manuscript has a well-defined objective to investigate psychological factors influencing credit card usage among a specific demographic, addressing a relevant and underexplored area.

Appropriate Methodology:

The study employs a robust quantitative methodology, using Partial Least Square – Structural Equation Modelling (PLS-SEM), a suitable statistical tool for analyzing relationships among variables in behavioral research.

Well-Defined Constructs:

The independent variables (Attitude, Convenience, Financial Optimism, Social Status, and Usage Patterns) and the dependent variable (Credit Card Usage) are clearly identified, making the framework systematic and replicable.

Relevance to Practice:

The findings have practical implications for financial institutions, enhancing their ability to tailor credit card offerings to young professionals, which adds value to the study's relevance.

Suggestions for Further Validation:

Scientific Rigor:

Ensure that all constructs have been validated using reliability (e.g., Cronbach's alpha) and validity tests (e.g., convergent and discriminant validity) during the PLS-SEM analysis.

Representative Sampling:

Verify that the sample of 384 young banking professionals is representative of the target population in Sri Lanka. Consider discussing potential sampling biases or limitations in the manuscript.

Ethical Considerations:

Confirm that ethical protocols (e.g., informed consent, anonymity of respondents) have been explicitly addressed in the methodology section.

Generalizability:

The manuscript rightly acknowledges the limited generalizability due to the focus on banking professionals. Highlighting this limitation and suggesting future research directions strengthens scientific integrity.

Data Transparency:

Ensure that the manuscript provides enough details about the data collection instrument (e.g., sample questions from the Likert scale survey) to allow for reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, but including a few additional, updated, and cross-disciplinary sources would enhance the manuscript’s comprehensiveness and impact. Cleaning up duplicate entries and verifying the most recent versions of local data sources are also recommended.
Few points to consider:

Strengths:

Diversity of Sources:

The references include seminal works (e.g., Ajzen's Theory of Planned Behavior), recent studies, and local data sources like the Central Bank of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Census Report.

Relevance:

The references are highly relevant to the topic, covering psychological factors, consumer behavior, and credit card usage in both global and local contexts.

Recent Additions:

Several recent works, such as Gül & İşcan (2022) and Zainudin et al. (2019), ensure that the manuscript aligns with current research trends.

Suggestions for Improvement:

Update Key Data Sources:

The inclusion of the 2021 reports from the Central Bank of Sri Lanka and the Department of Census and Statistics is excellent, but checking for more recent data (e.g., 2022 or 2023) would strengthen the study’s relevance.

Address Broader Contexts:

While there is a strong focus on Sri Lanka and similar countries, references from other developing or emerging economies (e.g., South Asia or Southeast Asia) could provide additional comparative insights.

Suggested additions:

Ramasamy, R., & Singh, P. (2021). The adoption of credit cards in emerging markets: A behavioral perspective. Journal of Financial Behavior, 3(2), 45-60.

Kumar, A., & Shah, A. (2020). Digital financial services and credit card penetration in India. Financial Innovation, 6(4), 78-95.

Cross-Disciplinary Insights:

Including research from disciplines like behavioral economics or cultural studies could enrich the manuscript’s theoretical foundation.

Suggested addition:

Thaler, R. H., & Sunstein, C. R. (2008). Nudge: Improving decisions about health, wealth, and happiness. Yale University Press.

Critical Review of Duplicate Citations:

The manuscript lists Ajzen (1991) twice. Consolidating these into a single citation ensures a cleaner reference list.

Strengthen Local Insights:

Add references that explore broader cultural or economic factors influencing consumer behavior in Sri Lanka or South Asia.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)

Based on the information provided, there are no evident ethical issues in this manuscript. However, it is essential to ensure that the research adheres to the following ethical guidelines to maintain its integrity and compliance with scholarly standards:

Strengths in Ethical Consideration:

Informed Consent:

The use of a web-based questionnaire implies that participants were likely informed about the study's purpose, their voluntary participation, and confidentiality measures.

Confidentiality:

As the study focuses on banking professionals, there is no mention of collecting sensitive personal data. Presumably, responses were anonymized to protect participant identities.
Recommendations:

Add a dedicated section on "Ethical Considerations" in the manuscript to address the above points explicitly.

If ethical clearance was obtained, cite the ethics approval code or institution in the methodology section.

If any incentives were offered for participation, ensure this is disclosed transparently in the manuscript.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Competing interests typically arise if:

The authors have financial, professional, or personal affiliations that could influence the study’s findings or interpretations.

The research is sponsored or influenced by stakeholders (e.g., banks or financial institutions) that could benefit from the study’s outcomes.

Evaluation for This Manuscript:

Financial Sponsorship:

If the research was funded by a financial institution or any entity with a vested interest in the study's findings, this must be disclosed in a “Competing Interests” or “Acknowledgments” section.

Professional Affiliation:

If any of the authors are employed by or have close professional relationships with the banking sector, this should be declared.

Bias in Recommendations:

The findings offer actionable insights for financial institutions. Ensure that these insights are presented objectively and not influenced by partnerships or funding sources.

Recommendations:

Add a Competing Interests Statement:

Even if no conflicts exist, include a statement such as:

“The authors declare no competing interests.”

Ensure Transparency:

If any funding or professional affiliations exist, explicitly state them in the manuscript. For example:

“This research was funded by [Name of Institution], which had no role in the study design, data collection, analysis, or publication of the findings.”
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	To ensure the originality of your manuscript and avoid any potential overlap with existing literature, consider the following steps:

Conduct a Comprehensive Literature Review: Ensure that all relevant studies, especially those conducted in Sri Lanka on similar topics, are reviewed and appropriately cited.

Highlight Novel Contributions: Clearly articulate how your study differs from existing research. Emphasize any unique psychological factors examined, the specific demographic focus, or methodological approaches that set your work apart.

Utilize Plagiarism Detection Tools: Before submission, use reputable plagiarism detection software to scan your manuscript. This will help identify any unintentional similarities with existing works.

Proper Citation: Ensure that all sources, ideas, and direct quotations from other works are correctly cited to give appropriate credit to original authors.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Based on the review of the manuscript, I would assign an overall mark of 8.5, falling into the "Minor Revision" category.


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr.E.Kalaivani

	Department of Reviewer
	Management Studies

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Anna University

	Country of Reviewer
	India

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Assistant Professor

	Email ID of Reviewer
	kalaielango651@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	9842768012

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Psychological Factors, Credit Card Usage, Financial Behavior, Banking Sector, Quantitative Research


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


