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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 (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 provides valuable empirical evidence on the behavioral, infrastructural, and policy-related factors influencing electric vehicle (EV) adoption in an emerging economy context, specifically Myanmar. Such localized studies are rare, and this research fills a critical gap by highlighting the importance of charging infrastructure and government incentive awareness in shaping EV uptake. The findings can inform policymakers, industry stakeholders, and researchers working on sustainable transport systems in other developing countries facing similar challenges. Overall, it contributes to the global discussion on energy transition by offering context-sensitive strategies rather than replicating models from developed countries.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Title: Determinants of Electric Vehicle Adoption in Myanmar: Behavioral Insights and Policy Implications for Emerging Economies.

This phrasing emphasizes the empirical and comparative value of the study.


	

	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 outlines the study’s objectives, context, methods, and key findings. However, it is somewhat lengthy and could be more concise and structured. Consider the following improvements: (1) Clearly state the research gap or problem in the first 1–2 sentences. (2) Move details about the study period, institutions involved, and sampling methods to the methodology section instead of the abstract. (3) End with 1–2 sentences highlighting the study’s contribution and implications more explicitly. This will make the abstract more focused and reader-friendly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with appropriate use of survey methods, statistical analyses (descriptive, Chi-square, and multiple linear regression), and logical interpretation of findings. The link between empirical results and policy recommendations is well established. However, the discussion could be strengthened by integrating more critical comparisons with similar studies from other Southeast Asian or emerging economies to enhance generalizability and theoretical grounding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent sources (2020–2024). However, a few key recent works on EV adoption in Southeast Asia could further contextualize the findings.
	

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


	The English is understandable but requires moderate editing for scholarly communication. There are several grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and inconsistent tense usage throughout the manuscript. A thorough language edit by a professional or a native English-speaking researcher is recommended to enhance readability, coherence, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents relevant and timely research on electric vehicle adoption in an understudied context (Myanmar), which is valuable for the scientific community. The methodology is sound, the statistical analyses are appropriate, and the findings offer clear policy implications. However, the paper requires major revisions before it can be accepted. Key areas needing improvement include: (1) Strengthening the academic language and grammar for clarity and flow. (2) Condensing and structuring the abstract better to highlight the research gap, methods, and contributions. (3) Providing an explicit ethics statement and conflict of interest declaration. (4) Expanding the discussion to include more comparative literature from other emerging economies. With these revisions, the paper could reach publication standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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