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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 makes an important contribution by addressing the unique challenges faced by adult students when engaging in cooperative learning with younger peers in higher education. It provides valuable insights into intergenerational dynamics in classrooms, which is an area that remains underexplored in educational research. The findings can inform educators, administrators, and policymakers in designing inclusive teaching strategies that accommodate diverse student groups. Ultimately, this study strengthens the scientific community’s understanding of adult learning, cooperative engagement, and equity in higher education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Challenges Faced by Adult Students in Cooperative Learning with Younger Peers in Higher Education is better.
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study and its focus on adult students’ challenges in cooperative learning with younger peers in higher education. However, to make it more comprehensive and effective, a few improvements are suggested. First, the abstract should clearly state the research gap or rationale for the study, as this will highlight its significance. Second, the methodology (sample size, approach, and tools used) should be briefly mentioned to give readers clarity on how the study was conducted. Third, the main findings should be stated more explicitly, with emphasis on the key challenges identified and their implications. Finally, the abstract would benefit from a stronger concluding statement that outlines the practical or theoretical contributions of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and correctly structured. The research problem is clearly identified, and the study addresses a relevant issue in higher education. The arguments are logical and supported by literature, and the findings are consistent with the stated objectives. However, the manuscript would benefit from more detailed explanation of the research design, sampling method, and data analysis to further strengthen its scientific rigor. Clarifying these aspects will enhance transparency and allow readers to better assess the reliability and validity of the study. Overall, the work is scientifically correct, but some elaboration on methodology and discussion could make it stronger.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant to the topic and support the discussion well. However, some of the sources appear to be slightly dated, and the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies (within the last five years) on adult learning, cooperative learning strategies, and intergenerational dynamics in higher education. Incorporating current research will strengthen the scholarly value and ensure alignment with ongoing academic conversations. Suggested areas to explore include recent literature on adult learners’ challenges in higher education, cooperative learning models in diverse classrooms, and studies on lifelong learning policies. Adding such references will enhance the manuscript’s credibility and update its scientific foundation.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and communicates the main ideas clearly. However, the language could be further refined to meet the standards of scholarly communication. There are occasional grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and repetitive expressions that may affect readability. Improving sentence structure, conciseness, and academic tone would enhance clarity and professionalism. A careful language edit or professional proofreading is recommended to ensure the manuscript aligns with the expectations of an international scholarly audience.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are evident in this manuscript. The study focuses on students’ learning experiences and does not appear to involve sensitive personal data or interventions that could raise ethical concerns. However, the authors should explicitly state whether informed consent was obtained from participants and whether institutional ethical approval was secured. Including such a statement in the methodology or acknowledgments section would strengthen the ethical transparency of the manuscript.
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