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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 manuscript presents a valuable contribution to the scientific community by shedding light on the psychological factors influencing credit card usage among young banking professionals in Sri Lanka. Given the growing importance of consumer behavior in financial markets, particularly in emerging economies, the findings offer insights into key determinants like attitude, convenience, and financial optimism, which can inform both academic understanding and practical strategies within the financial industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article appears to be relevant, but it could benefit from being more specific and concise to better capture the focus of the study. A possible suggestion could be:

"Psychological Determinants of Credit Card Usage Among Young Banking Professionals in Sri Lanka: An Empirical Analysis".
	

	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.


	The abstract can be shortened while retaining key details as follows:

This study examines the psychological factors influencing credit card usage among young banking professionals in Sri Lanka. A quantitative survey revealed that convenience, attitude, and financial optimism are significant determinants of credit card usage, with convenience being the most influential. The findings suggest that banks can enhance adoption through targeted marketing and mobile banking solutions. Future research could explore other professional sectors and the impact of emerging financial technologies on credit card usage.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, with a well-structured methodology and appropriate use of statistical analyses to assess the psychological factors influencing credit card usage among young banking professionals in Sri Lanka. The use of path coefficients, p-values, and fit indices (such as SRMR, Chi-square, and NFI) is appropriate for the research design. However, while the statistical approach is sound, the manuscript could benefit from a more thorough discussion of the limitations of the study, particularly regarding the self-reported data and its potential impact on the validity of the results. Additionally, the manuscript could benefit from a deeper exploration of the causal relationships between the identified factors and credit card usage, considering that correlation does not necessarily imply causation. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically robust, but a clearer acknowledgment of potential biases and further exploration of causality would strengthen its scientific rigor.
	

	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 but could benefit from more recent studies, especially from the past 2-3 years. Incorporating research on behavioral economics, fintech, and digital financial tools would improve the manuscript's relevance. Adding studies on the impact of COVID-19 on financial behaviors and recent trends in contactless payments would also strengthen the literature review.
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	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication but could be improved for clarity and flow.
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