Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_144001

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Gender Differences in Immersive Cultural Experiences among China’s Generation Z

	Type of the Article
	Reserch


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript will be significant to the scientific community because it will add to the literature of theoretical knowledge by integrating the Experience Economy and Social Identity Theory into one theory to determine the impact of the sense of immersion in the cultural experience on the emotional resonance, cultural identity, and behavioral intention. It bridges a major gap in the literature due to the systematic approach and analysis of gender differences in these pathways through multi-group structural equation modeling which has not been fully applied in this field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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.


	I have read the abstract of your manuscript, it is properly organized and informative, it includes the purpose of the research, theoretical framework, methodology, main findings, and practical implications. But to be clearer and more comprehensive, the following are some suggestions: 
· Think brevity in technical details
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the paper is scientifically sound and well-written: the theoretical background (Experience Economy + Social Identity Theory) is appropriate, the research questions are clear, the measures are based on existing sources, the sample size (N = 472) is adequate to perform covariance-based SEM, and the authors also present standard reliability, validity, and fit indices to support their results.

With that said, to enhance scientific rigor and transparency I would suggest the following specific improvements and checks: 

· Address potential common method bias more robustly., 

· Clarify sampling and generalizability., 

· Gender coding and inclusivity., 

· Transparency of measures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· While the references are adequate in number and relevance, a few very recent publications (2022–2025) in tourism, consumer psychology, and digital experience research could be added to strengthen novelty.
· There is limited engagement with cross-cultural immersive experience studies, digital heritage research, and gendered consumer psychology in tourism beyond China.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Sentences are well-formed, and the abstract, literature review, methodology, results, and discussion are presented in a professional academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The English language quality is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication, but minor refinements in grammar, sentence conciseness, and stylistic polish are recommended to further improve readability.

· Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, contributes new insights to the literature, and offers valuable implications for both theory and practice. With minor revisions particularly in strengthening methodological transparency, enriching references, and polishing language it will make a strong contribution to the field.

· Need Formatting and Image Quality.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Anupam Pareek, Poornima University, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

