Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_144053

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Challenges of the Adult Students on Cooperative Learning Engagement with the Younger Students in Higher Education

	Type of the Article
	?


	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.


	This manuscript addresses an underexplored dimension of higher education: the intergenerational dynamics that influence cooperative learning. By foregrounding the voices of adult learners, it contributes to the literature on lifelong learning, social inclusion, and adult education theory.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title: Long 

“Challenges of the Adult Students on Cooperative Learning Engagement with the Younger Students in Higher Education” is wordy, and has grammatical errors and lacks clarity.
Could be tightened for impact and readability. Example:

“Challenges of Adult Learners in Cooperative Learning with Younger Peers in Higher Education.”

	

	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 is too detailed – trim specifics and keep it crisp.

1. Repetition – “adult students” is overused; vary terms like “mature learners.”

2. Language/flow – sentences are long and formal; simplify for clarity.

3. Lack of theory – no reference to adult learning or intergenerational frameworks.

4. Findings phrasing – claims sound too absolute; use softer wording.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is methodologically valid and scientifically correct, and to be stronger as a scholarly contribution, it needs tighter theory integration, careful phrasing of claims, and streamlined presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reviewers often expect very recent citations (past 5 years) to show awareness of current debates. Having most references from 2021 or earlier can make the work feel dated, even if the content is solid. Some key theories the author could weave in (refer to review section). 
For exg., the literature would benefit from citing recent empirical and data-driven studies from 2023–2025. Notably, include the JFF (2025) review on adult learners, Paul (2023) and Michikyan (2025) on digital inequity, for some ideas. 

	

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


	Yes, but could benefit from a final edit from a native/fluent speaker/writer. 

For exg., Please do not start a sentence with “Because” - Because of their late entry in college, the adult learners have completely different experiences from that the younger students (Barclay, 2018), or Foremost… (dated English).

	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant and timely, highlighting the real challenges faced by adult learners in mixed-age classrooms. The case study approach and thematic analysis are appropriate, and the findings offer useful insights for more inclusive pedagogy.

Areas to improve include tightening the abstract, reducing repetition of “adult students,” and linking more strongly to established theories of adult and intergenerational learning. References should be updated with recent works (2023–2025). Some claims need softer phrasing to avoid overstatement. Overall, this is a valuable manuscript that will benefit from clearer framing, fresher literature, and sharper language.
The manuscript is relevant and has potential, but it requires further refinement. The writing should be tightened for clarity and precision, with greater attention to eliminating redundancy. Citations must be more meticulous, drawing on recent and authoritative sources to strengthen the scholarly grounding. The paper would benefit from a more academic tone throughout, supported by clearer theoretical framing and integration of current literature.
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