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	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 manuscript contributes significantly to the scientific community by exploring the relationship between cognitive styles and academic program satisfaction among undergraduate students. By providing observed evidence of the link between cognitive preferences and students' educational experiences, it emphasizes the importance of designing and aligning academic programs with students' cognitive types to enhance overall satisfaction and retention or to have interventions that will help students to choose a program that match their interest and expectation. Furthermore, this research lays the groundwork for future studies in other institutions, encouraging a broader examination of cognitive styles and their impact on educational outcomes globally.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "The Level of Satisfaction with Academic Programmes Among Undergraduate Students at Pwani University" is generally suitable, as it clearly conveys the study's focus on student satisfaction and its specific context. However, it could be enhanced to reflect the relationship with cognitive styles emphasized in the research.

Authors may consider "Exploring the Impact of Cognitive Styles on Academic Program Satisfaction Among Undergraduate Students at Pwani University." 


	

	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 of the article provides a good overview of the study's aim, methodology, and context. However, it could be enhanced by adding some specific details and clarifying certain points. Here are some suggestions:

1. Clarify Objectives and Findings: While the abstract mentions the goal of investigating student satisfaction, it would benefit from a brief mention of key findings or insights derived from the research. For instance, the level of satisfaction or specific correlations related to cognitive styles could be highlighted.

2. Methodology Details: The abstract mentions a correlational method and a survey but does not specify the main tools used for data collection. Briefly mentioning the type of survey or key variables could provide more context.

3. Include Significance: The abstract should emphasize the significance of the study and its implications for educational practices. A statement indicating how the findings could influence academic planning or program design would enhance its relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conducted in a way that it follows standard protocols of research that is why it is fair to say that it is scientifically correct. However, there are some points that needs to be considered to enhance the clarity and accuracy of the manuscript. First, there is a need to discuss in detail the data collection methods, survey instruments, and any statistical analysis techniques to ensure replicability and validity. Second, there is a need to discuss more about Field Dependence-Field Independence cognitive styles to provide proper context of the study as it served as the ground of the manuscript. Third, there must be a strong argument/explanation of why the authors opt to choose the first year and third year students as the respondents and not the other year levels. Fourth, there must be a clear presentation of the result gathered from the questionnaires used namely: student questionnaire on cognitive style and program satisfaction (CS&PS) and Wyss's (2002) Field Dependence Cognitive Style Checklist because it was not clearly illustrated in the findings of the study. Fifth, while the manuscript suggests that program satisfaction correlates with cognitive style alignment, a deeper analysis (including statistical results) would be necessary for establishing the strength and significance of these correlations definitively. The consideration of this will make the conclusion more grounded and stronger. Sixth, the implications for academic practice and policy are relevant but it would be beneficial if it is backed with specific data. Lastly, it should be noted that crosschecking the studies that are listed in the bibliography with the in-text citation is necessary to ensure accurateness of the relevant manuscripts.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references contains both recent and old studies which is normal for any manuscript. However, there is a need to double check on whether all studies that appear in the in-text citation are properly included in the bibliography and vice versa.
	

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


	The language quality is easily comprehensible.
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