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1. Round 1 

1.1. Reviewer 1 

Reviewer:  

 

While ethical approval is mentioned, the manuscript does not specify whether parental consent was obtained for minors. 

Please clarify this in the section “Before data collection, the necessary approvals were obtained...” 

In the paragraph starting “The Tuckman Procrastination Scale (TPS)...”, there is a discrepancy in the reported score range 

(16–80) and the descriptive statistics showing a mean of 116.436. This must be corrected for consistency. 

The abstract states that self-compassion and epistemological beliefs were not significant predictors of procrastination, but 

Table 4 shows both predictors as statistically significant. This contradiction must be resolved. 

In the paragraph “The results of the regression analysis, as shown in Table 3...”, an R² of 0.08 is interpreted as “moderate 

improvement.” In reality, 8% is a small effect size in social science; revise this phrasing accordingly. 

Given the weak effect sizes, the paper would benefit from a post-hoc power analysis to determine whether the sample size 

was sufficient to detect meaningful effects. 

E-ISSN: 3041-9026 

 

https://journals.kmanpub.com/index.php/psychnexus
https://journals.kmanpub.com/index.php/psychnexus
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-4764-5873
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6040-0215
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8403-7841
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5333-5566
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5541-7749
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1930-3362
https://portal.issn.org/resource/ISSN/3041-9026
https://journals.kmanpub.com/index.php/psychnexus/issue/archive


 OPEN PEER-REVIEW                                                                                                                                         KMAN Counseling & Psychology Nexus 3 (2025) 

 

 2 
E-ISSN: 3041-9026 
 

In the paragraph “The present study examined the relationships...”, it is stated that the regression model was not significant, 

which contradicts the significant F-test result in Table 3. Clarify or correct this inconsistency. 

 

Response: Revised and uploaded the manuscript. 

 

1.2. Reviewer 2 

Reviewer:  

 

The paragraph beginning “Self-compassion has been identified as a protective factor...” repeats much of what has already 

been stated in the previous paragraph. Consider condensing the discussion of self-compassion to avoid redundancy and improve 

narrative flow. 

In the paragraph that starts “Epistemological beliefs, which refer to individuals’ beliefs about the nature of knowledge...”, 

the term “sophisticated epistemological beliefs” is used repeatedly without operational definition. Provide a clear definition or 

examples to help readers understand what constitutes “sophisticated.” 

In the same section, the authors use “senior high school students” but later break this into 10th to 12th grades. Clarify if 

“senior” includes all these grades or only 11th and 12th, and use consistent terminology throughout. 

The statement “Self-compassion and epistemological beliefs may not be strong determinants...” overreaches given the 

significant regression results. Consider rephrasing to reflect the modest yet statistically significant effect. 

The discussion could benefit from a clearer linkage to existing theories such as Self-Determination Theory or Social 

Cognitive Theory, especially in interpreting the role of self-compassion and epistemological beliefs. 

 

Response: Revised and uploaded the manuscript. 

 

2. Revised 

Editor’s decision after revisions: Accepted. 

Editor in Chief’s decision: Accepted. 
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