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	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 offers a significant contribution to the scientific community by integrating the Theory of Planned Behaviour (TPB) with emotional constructs such as blame attribution, providing a more comprehensive understanding of public compliance during the COVID-19 pandemic. Its focus on the Australian context, particularly in relation to political and emotional responses to China, fills a notable research gap in health communication and behavioural science. By empirically testing the complex interplay between psychological, emotional, and socio-political factors, the study enhances the theoretical scope of TPB and informs more culturally sensitive and effective public health strategies. The findings are especially valuable for scholars, policymakers, and health communicators seeking to understand and influence public behaviour in times of crisis.
	

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

	The title “The Dynamics of Blame Attribution toward China and Planned Behaviour in Australian COVID-19 Compliance” is appropriate and informative.
	

	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 of the manuscript provides a solid overview of the study's main themes, particularly the integration of blame attribution and the Theory of Planned Behaviour (TPB) in understanding compliance with COVID-19 measures in Australia. It successfully highlights the surprising finding that individual blame, rather than government blame, increases support for regulations, and it notes the importance of subjective norms and behavioural control in shaping public responses. Moreover, it suggests the practical relevance of the findings for health communication strategies and public policy design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and well-grounded in both theoretical and empirical frameworks. It integrates two well-established bodies of blame attribution theory and the Theory of Planned Behaviour (TPB) to examine the factors influencing public compliance with COVID-19 regulations in Australia. The theoretical justification is thorough, and the authors successfully contextualize their study within existing literature, highlighting a clear gap regarding the emotional and political dimensions of TPB in pandemic-related behavioural responses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript includes a substantial number of references, demonstrating a strong engagement with existing literature across multiple disciplines, including public health, communication studies, psychology, and political science.
	

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

	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, precise, and adheres to the formal tone expected in academic publications.
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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)
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