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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 study presents an insightful examination of how two distinct cultural orientations—individualism and collectivism—affect perceived control. By analysing survey responses from Chinese individuals residing in Australia and Hong Kong, the paper offers valuable comparative data. Furthermore, its focus on how primary and secondary control may shift through the process of cultural adaptation among immigrants highlights a timely and socially relevant topic in today’s increasingly globalised world.
	

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

	The title of the article is not bad; however, it is somewhat too general. A more specific title, such as “A Comparative Study of Perceived Control among Chinese Residents in Australia and Hong Kong,” might make it clearer and more accessible to readers.
	

	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 effectively presents a clear overview of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The analytical method used in this article is the t-test, a commonly employed technique for comparing two groups in research, which supports scientific reliability. However, the results are limited to stating whether the p-value is significant or not, without any consideration of the statistical effect size. According to the current APA 7th ed. guidelines, reporting effect sizes is strongly recommended, so it is necessary to include them. Furthermore, since there is no mention of confidence intervals in addition to the p-values, the reliability of the article is diminished; therefore, confidence intervals should be reported.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are used in a well-balanced manner, ranging from older to more recent publications.
	

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

	Regarding the quality of the English quality, I don’t think there are any particular issues that make the text difficult to read.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This is an interesting article that explores how the culture of the country of residence influences individuals’ perceived control. Overall, the content is well written. Strengthening the description of the research methodology, as mentioned above, would enhance the scientific credibility and allow readers to refer to the study with greater confidence.
	














	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)

	






Reviewer details:
Atsushi Kobayashi, Japan		

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
