Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_143479

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Causes of Academic Procrastination Behaviour among Pre-service Teachers: A Qualitative Descriptive Study

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 addresses an important topic with potential implications for the scientific community. The study provides useful insights that could help advance current understanding and contribute to ongoing research. The findings are relevant, and the methodology seems appropriate for the stated objectives. Overall, the manuscript can make a meaningful contribution if minor revisions are incorporated.
The manuscript accordingly to improve clarity .
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
The manuscript provides new perspectives on the subject, which are important for future research and applications.
	

	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.


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the content of the paper. However, it may be improved by making it more concise and focused on the main findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The abstract summarizes the key objectives and results, but it could be strengthened by adding more detail about the methodology. Removing minor background details would make it sharper.
	

	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, but the inclusion of a few more recent studies (last 3–5 years) would enhance the literature review and ensure the work is up to date.
	

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


	Yes, the language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication, though minor grammatical and stylistic improvements are recommended for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is interesting and relevant. With minor improvements in clarity, reference updating, and strengthening of the abstract, it could be suitable for publication.
The manuscript is well-structured, methodologically sounds, and addresses an important issue in teacher education. The findings are clearly presented with supporting participant quotations, making the qualitative approach credible. However, some revisions are necessary, particularly in condensing the introduction, refining the abstract, strengthening the discussion with more international literature, and minor language polishes. These are considered minor revisions rather than major.
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