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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This paper investigates the relationship between sustained economic inclusion among South African university students and different aspects of financial literacy, including knowledge, attitudes, behavior, and self-efficacy.  In view of problems like student debt and delays in financial assistance delivery, it highlights the significance of a multifaceted understanding of financial literacy.  The study's relevance goes beyond academia since it supports the UN Sustainable Development Goals.  Additionally, it takes into account socioeconomic and demographic variables, emphasizing how structural disparities affect financial literacy results, which is beneficial for organizations and decision-makers.
	

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

	The title effectively conveys the importance of the manuscript. It clearly states the four essential elements under investigation, describes the target students and the context - Cape Town university, presents clearly outcome variable -  sustainable economic inclusion. The title is also suitably situated as a multifaceted investigation in the context of South African higher education
	

	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 satisfies academic requirements and is thorough and well-organized.  It succinctly summarizes the main conclusions, consequences, and research design.
   Clearly identifies the methodological approach with structured questionnaire and research perspective. Identifies all four constructs examined  - knowledge, attitudes, behaviour, self-efficacy.  Provides specific sample characteristics - n=163 commerce students.  Highlights both gaps in credit knowledge, debt management, budgeting, and strengths like bank account ownership, savings awareness. Articulates practical implications and alignment with national development goals
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Strong scientific rigor and excellent technique are demonstrated in the work.  High reliability and validity with Cronbach's alpha values demonstrating outstanding internal consistency, a transparent methodology with explicit sampling and ethical criteria, a well-justified post-positivist research design, and suitable statistical analysis are some of the study's main advantages.  A noticeably low response rate (1.4%), the explanation of multicollinearity effects, insufficient reporting of effect sizes, and restricted generalizability because of the particular sample of commerce students are among the issues that require clarification, though.  Despite acknowledged shortcomings, the study is generally valid from a scientific standpoint.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	A thorough reference list that demonstrates interaction with recent literature and strikes a balance between seminal and contemporary works is indicated by the assessment (2023-2025).  A wide range of scholarship covering South African research, international comparisons, policy documents, and empirical studies.
Current citations reflecting recent scholarship and challenges, theoretical grounding supporting conceptual distinctions and frameworks, and  reliable sources from peer-reviewed journals and respectable organizations are some of the main strengths.  Some more references can be added from behavioral economics viewpoints, intersectionality frameworks, problems with digital financial inclusion, long-term research on student results, and more international comparative studies.  Overall, there are no significant gaps, and the list adequately backs up every assertion.
	

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

	The manuscript exhibits high clarity, precision, and a logical structure, making it well-crafted for scholarly publishing.  It improves readability by clearly defining important terms and using technical jargon appropriately.  Minor problems include periodic misuse of passive voice, irregular terminology, and rather confusing citation transitions, despite the fact that it is largely intelligible.  Additionally, even though abbreviations are presented appropriately, it would be advantageous to make sure they are all described at first use.  All things considered, the manuscript is ready for publication with only a few little changes.


	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	


Minor Revision – required clarity about 1.4% response rate more thoroughly (attempts made, timing, population characteristics), report effect sizes consistently across all statistical tests and specify more recommendations with specific guidance of implementation.
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	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)
This manuscript appears to have no ethical problems. Clear documentation of informed consent procedures; secure data storage to preserve participant anonymity; previous clearance from the university ethics committee; transparent inclusion and exclusion criteria; and suitable data security and confidentiality protections In summary, ethical criteria are sufficiently fulfilled.
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