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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 addresses a highly relevant topic in the field of political science as by developing and by applying the Political Marketing Candidate Attribute Scale (PMCAS) across national sample, the authors contribute to original and robust instrument for mearsuring candidate attributes inrelation to voter behaviour. The study also offers insight into voter psychology.
	

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

	Not entirely suitable as it is over repetitive.
suggested title: “Predictive Analytics and Candidate Attributes: Voter Behavior in the 2020 U.S. Presidential Election
	

	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 good. However, rephrase vague language like “we found out that voters are highly influenced” with stronger wording: “Results indicate that visual attributes were most significant predictors of voter preference”. Also, include the data collection method
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Mostly yes but including the work of Finn and Glaser (2010) on “Voter Affect and the 2008 U.S. Presidential Election: Hope and RaceMattered” will enrich the study
	

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

	
Mostly yes. However, repetitive sentence starters like “Again the researchers”, and informal phrases like “This was surprising” should be replaced with more scholarly staters and phrasing.

	

	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)
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