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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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by empirically investigating the underexplored relationship between student motivation and cognitive abilities in the context of Generative AI (GenAI) for learning. The findings provide critical insights for educators and policymakers seeking to optimize AI integration in education, particularly by highlighting the roles of self-expectations and uncertainty as key motivational drivers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of article suitable by correcting errors
The Influence of Motivation on the Cognitive Abilities of Students Using Generative Artificial Intelligence for Learning
	

	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 generally comprehensive, however, author(s) should consider to 1) add brief rational for the study, 2) clarify the methodology with sample size 3) provide the practical significate of findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript scientifically sounds with clear objectives and hypotheses by using quantitative research design made article easy to follow. However, author(s) need to improve the following:

1) in data collection session, author(s) should include how validity and reliability of instrument will be ensured, polit test should be conducted before administrating the survey to participants.

2) Ethical consideration: author(s) should provide details on informed consent or approval from an ethics committee.
3) The discussion of finding should provide in-depth discussion how the finding aligns with existing literature
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes recent and relevant studies from 2023 and 2024, which align well with the topic. However, most references focused on AI in education, authors should consider adding references from different fields which are covered in the manuscript: cognitive science, education, motivation theory.

References formatting inconsistencies align with APA 7th edition.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript required proofread and editing to meet scholarly communications standard. Use Standardize terminology throughout the manuscript to avoid confusion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript requires major revision to address theoretical integration, ethical reporting, in-depth discussion in finding and clarity in conclusion.

Example:
Conclusion 3: There is no significant relationship between the level of motivation and cognitive abilities in using generative AI for learning. This conclusion is contradicted with finding （r=0.387, p<0.001）
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Suo Yan Ju, Universiti Sains Islam Malaysia, Malaysia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

