

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	New Ideas Concerning Arts and Social Studies

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_ 5313

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Dynamics of Blame Attribution toward China and Planned Behaviour in Australian COVID-19 Compliance

	Type of the Article
	BOOK CHAPTER






Special note:

A research paper already published in a journal can be published as a Book Chapter in an expanded form with proper copyright approval. 
Source Article: 

This chapter is an extended version of the article published by the same author(s) in the following journal. 

COVID 2025, 5(2), 14.
https://doi.org/10.3390/covid5020014 




	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 makes a timely and significant contribution to the literature on public health communication by integrating the Theory of Planned Behaviour (TPB) with emotional and political dimensions such as blame attribution during a global health crisis. It offers a nuanced understanding of how political and emotional reactions influence compliance with COVID-19 preventive measures in Australia. The innovative approach of distinguishing between subjective norm and motivation to comply provides valuable theoretical advancement for TPB applications. Furthermore, this work offers insights for policymakers aiming to design more effective public health communication strategies in emotionally and politically charged environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly conveys the focus on blame attribution, planned behaviour, and COVID-19 compliance in Australia.
	

	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 is clear and comprehensive. However, it could benefit from a brief mention of the key findings, especially regarding the unexpected influence of blaming individuals increasing support for governmental measures, to provide a fuller snapshot of the paper’s contributions.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. It follows a clear structure, supports hypotheses with theoretical and empirical backing, and employs appropriate regression analysis. The distinction made between motivation to comply and subjective norms adds depth to the traditional TPB framework.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and up-to-date. However, it may be beneficial to include additional global comparative studies on TPB application during COVID-19 for a broader contextual grounding.
	

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

	Yes, the language is clear, academic, and appropriate for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical edits may improve fluency, but overall the manuscript reads well.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Figures and tables are well-presented and aid the comprehension of statistical outcomes.
· The manuscript would benefit from a clearer summary/conclusion section that ties together theoretical and practical implications more explicitly.
The manuscript is strong in theoretical contribution and empirical rigor. Minor enhancements in the abstract and conclusion could further clarify its contributions and implications.



	






	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)
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