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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 is important because it focuses on academic anxiety, which affects many students and their ability to succeed. By studying the causes of anxiety, especially during competitive school phases, it helps us understand what triggers it. The findings can guide teachers and parents in supporting students and developing ways to reduce anxiety, improving their well-being and academic performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is clear and informative, effectively reflecting the study's focus on identifying factors contributing to academic anxiety in this demographic. The title is relevant to the research objectives which is to find out the key predictors of academic anxiety among students. 
	

	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 provides a clear structure, with well-defined sections for background, aim, methods, and results and the background explain the significance of academic anxiety and its relevance to secondary school students. 

The research may consider concluding with a sentence summarizing the significance of the study’s findings for broader applications in education or mental health and avoid redundancy and use concise phrasing to make the abstract more direct and impactful.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It follows a clear research structure, identifying a relevant problem (academic anxiety among secondary school students), defining specific objectives (examining the role of intelligence, study habits, socio-economic status, and school environment), employing an appropriate methodology (descriptive research design and stratified random sampling), and presenting clear findings (key factors influencing anxiety).
However, to confirm its scientific accuracy fully, the following points should be considered:

Introduction: 

· The introduction is quite lengthy and includes some repetitive or tangential points. For example, general information about anxiety and its historical theories could be condensed to maintain focus on academic anxiety.

· Some sections, such as the prevalence of behavioral problems or transitions into professional education, could be shortened or moved to a literature review section.

· The discussion could benefit from better organization. Group similar ideas (e.g., causes of anxiety, impacts on adolescents, academic pressures) into coherent paragraphs to improve readability.

· While the introduction mentions the importance of addressing academic anxiety, it could briefly highlight the potential applications or benefits of the study's findings earlier.

· While statistics and references add credibility, too many in one section can overwhelm the reader. Select the most impactful data to include.
Methodology: 

· Explain why stratified random sampling was chosen and how the strata (e.g., science vs. non-science) were determined. This will provide better insight into the sampling strategy.

· Explicitly state why incomplete response sheets were excluded and whether there were any other exclusion criteria (e.g., specific age range or gender distribution).
· While it is mentioned that the scoring followed the guidelines from the respective manuals, the description lacks detail on the specific tools used. It would be beneficial to briefly list these tools and provide a summary of their purpose, structure, and the rationale for their selection. Additionally, including information on the reliability and validity of these tools would strengthen the credibility of the study. If available, it would also be helpful to include any information on pilot testing or pre-testing to confirm the appropriateness of these tools for the target population.

· The description of the statistical method chosen (stepwise multiple regression) is appropriate, but the explanation could be improved by offering more details about the specific steps taken during the analysis.
Analysis and Discussion of Results 

The analysis and discussion of the results are presented clearly in a table, which effectively outlines the predictive variables and their relationship to the research objectives. This presentation aids in the transparency of the findings and allows readers to easily understand how the variables were analyzed in relation to the study’s goals. The use of a table to summarize the results is a helpful approach, as it organizes the data in a clear, concise manner, making it easier for readers to interpret and follow the key points of the analysis.
However, this section could be more polished by: 
· While the analysis is well-explained, some parts could benefit from further clarification.
· Although you describe the importance of study habits in predicting academic anxiety, it would be helpful to provide more details on how the study habits were measured.
· It would be beneficial to briefly mention any potential limitations of the regression analysis. For instance, did the study check for multicollinearity among the predictor variables? Discussing any challenges related to the analysis (such as potential biases or issues with the sample) will add depth to the discussion and increase the credibility of the findings.

· The discussion on how study habits help students manage academic anxiety is insightful, but it could be strengthened by connecting the findings more explicitly to theoretical frameworks or psychological theories related to anxiety.
Overall, the analysis is robust and well-structured, providing valuable insights into the predictors of academic anxiety. With more clarification on statistical terms, a deeper exploration of socio-economic status, and a stronger connection to theoretical frameworks, this section would be even more comprehensive and impactful.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the body of the paper are not recent. To enhance the relevance and credibility of the study, consider including more recent sources, especially within the last 5-10 years, to reflect the current state of research in the field of academic anxiety and related predictors. This will ensure the paper is up-to-date and reflects the latest findings and theoretical advancements.
It has been noted that some references mentioned in the body of the paper are not reflected in the references section. This discrepancy should be addressed by ensuring that all cited sources are included in the reference list. Conversely, ensure that all references in the list are cited in the text. This will improve the accuracy and consistency of your citations.

The paper should be revised to strictly follow the referencing guidelines of the journal. This includes correct formatting of authors' names, titles, publication years, volume numbers (if applicable), and page numbers.

Ensure that when referencing works with multiple authors, the correct format is used. If the guidelines specify "et al." after the first author when there are three or more authors, ensure this is applied properly.
	

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


	The language used in the article is generally clear and understandable. The ideas are presented logically, and the structure of the paper follows a coherent progression, making it easy for readers to follow the analysis and discussion.

The technical terms, such as "multiple regression analysis," "Beta coefficients," and "F-ratio," are appropriately used and demonstrate a strong grasp of statistical methods.
However, the researcher might consider the following points for improvement:
Sentence Structure and Clarity:
· Some sentences are quite lengthy and could be broken down into smaller, more manageable parts for clarity.

· The frequent use of parentheses can disrupt the flow of reading. While parentheses are sometimes necessary for clarifying points, consider rephrasing some sentences to incorporate the information more naturally within the text.

· The language could be slightly more formal and precise.

· Ensure consistency in referring to terms such as "academic anxiety," "predictive variables," and "independent variables.”

· While the paper is mostly grammatically correct, there are minor areas where the syntax could be improved.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The author may consider these general points to improve the paper. 

· The paper is well-structured, with a clear presentation of the research objectives, methodology, and findings. However, some sections could benefit from further clarification and refinement in sentence structure to improve readability. Breaking down long sentences and reducing the overuse of parentheses would help ensure that the ideas are communicated more effectively to the reader.

· The choice of multiple regression analysis is appropriate for the study’s objectives. The interpretation of the regression results is thorough, and the significance of the predictor variables is well-discussed. However, further detail on the statistical assumptions and settings used (e.g., handling multicollinearity, p-value thresholds) would strengthen the transparency and rigor of the analysis.

· The discussion of the findings is insightful, particularly in linking study habits to academic anxiety. However, further exploration of the theoretical framework underlying these relationships would strengthen the discussion. Additionally, more practical implications of the findings, such as specific interventions to reduce academic anxiety based on the predictors, would add value for educators and policymakers.

· While the paper cites several important studies, the references section could be updated with more recent sources to reflect current trends in research on academic anxiety. Additionally, some references mentioned in the body of the paper are not listed in the reference section, so these should be corrected to ensure consistency and accuracy.

· The language used is generally clear, but there is room for improvement in terms of academic tone and precision. Reducing the use of casual expressions and ensuring more formal phrasing would enhance the paper's professionalism. Additionally, some minor grammatical and syntactical revisions are needed to improve readability and flow.Top of Form
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	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 in the manuscript, there are no explicit ethical issues mentioned. However, the following aspects should be carefully considered to ensure the research adheres to ethical standards (informed consent, confidentiality and anonymity, bias and fairness)

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Based on the information provided in the manuscript, there is no explicit mention of competing interests. However, the following aspects should be considered to determine if there are any potential competing interest issue (disclosure of financial or personal interests, funding sources, author affiliations, acknowledgement of previous work)

	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	 I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer. 


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	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)
	7/10 (Accept with Major Revision)
The manuscript has a solid foundation and makes valuable contributions to understanding the predictors of academic anxiety. However, the paper could be significantly improved in terms of clarity, citation consistency, and a more thorough literature review. Further refinement in the explanation of statistical methods and a more in-depth discussion of ethical considerations would also strengthen the manuscript. With revisions, particularly in language, methodology, and the referencing section, it could be more polished and ready for publication.
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