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Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1. This manuscript holds significant value for the scientific community, particularly researchers
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) in education ethics and youth development. It explores the effectiveness of Integrity Clubs,
a promising intervention for promoting ethical behavior among young people, and provides
2. Is the title of the article suitable? valuable data on its positive impact. Understanding how to cultivate integrity in future
(If not please suggest an alternative title) generations is crucial, and this research contributes significantly to this field.
2. The title, “Integrity Club in Schools: A Best Practice to Foster Values Beyond the
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Curriculum”, accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It's clear, concise, and
effectively conveys the research focus.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 3. The abstract provides a comprehensive overview of the study. It outlines the research
guestion, methodology (including sample size and data collection methods), key findings,
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? and the study's significance.
4. The manuscript's structure is logical and well-organized. It follows a clear format with
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of sections like introduction, methodology, results, discussion, and conclusion, allowing for
additional references, please mention in the review form. easy navigation of the research process and findings.
5. The methodology appears sound, with the use of the Youth Integrity Assessment (YIA)
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 2022 data and the Welch's t-test for statistical analysis demonstrating appropriate research
additional suggestions/comments) methods.

6. The reference list seems sufficient and includes recent publications (2022). While no
additional suggestions are necessary at this point, future revisions could explore
incorporating research from other cultural contexts to broaden the study's generalizability.

Minor REVISION comments

1. The language used in the manuscript is clear, concise, and professional. It adheres to the

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly standards of scholarly communication, making the research accessible to a broad
communications? academic audience.

Optional/General comments
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