Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_147229

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	THE MEDIATING EFFECT OF LEARNING STYLE PREFERENCES ON THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN CONCEPTION FOR TEACHING AND LEARNING AND STUDENT SATISFACTION

	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 provides valuable empirical evidence on how learning style preferences mediate the relationship between conceptions of teaching and learning and student satisfaction, offering deeper insight into learner-centered education.

· It highlights the significance of aligning teaching beliefs and instructional practices with students’ preferred learning styles to enhance engagement and academic satisfaction.

· The study contributes to the growing body of research on pedagogical effectiveness by demonstrating the interconnected roles of teacher perceptions and learner differences in shaping educational outcomes.

· Its findings can guide educators and policymakers in designing more adaptive and inclusive teaching strategies that cater to diverse learning preferences.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title — “The Mediating Effect of Learning Style Preferences on the Relationship Between Conception for Teaching and Learning and Student Satisfaction” — is clear, academically structured, and appropriately reflects the study’s main variables and mediation focus. It is suitable for a scholarly article.
	

	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 generally comprehensive but could benefit from a clearer introduction stating the research gap or significance of the study.

· Some sentences are repetitive; combining methodological details (research design, sampling, and tools) would make it more concise and readable.

· The findings section should focus on the main results rather than descriptive levels, emphasizing the mediation effect more strongly.

· The concluding statement is incomplete and should clearly highlight the study’s contribution or implications for educational practice.

· Minor grammatical and formatting corrections (e.g., “Quantitative non-experimental,” consistent use of terms, and punctuation in keywords) are recommended for improved clarity and professionalism.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes — the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound, though a few refinements could enhance its rigor and presentation.
· Clarify some sections of the methodology (e.g., specify reliability coefficients such as Cronbach’s alpha).

· Replace “very high” descriptive levels with numerical interpretation criteria for more precision.

· Include a brief discussion of limitations (e.g., self-reported data, cross-sectional design).

· Reference recent literature on learning styles controversy to acknowledge alternative perspectives.
	

	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 comprehensive, relevant, and highly recent, with the majority published between 2020 and 2024, demonstrating strong engagement with current scholarship in the areas of student satisfaction, learning styles, and teaching–learning conceptions.
	

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


	· The manuscript’s language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication, demonstrating clear organization, logical flow, and appropriate academic tone.

· Some sentences are overly long or repetitive; simplifying sentence structures would improve readability and precision.

· Minor grammatical and typographical issues (e.g., inconsistent use of articles, missing commas, and capitalization errors) should be corrected to ensure linguistic accuracy.

· The author should maintain consistent terminology, especially for key phrases like “conceptions of teaching and learning” and “learning style preferences.”

· A light professional language edit is recommended to polish phrasing, enhance coherence, and align the text more closely with the conventions of academic journal writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically correct, methodologically appropriate, and statistically valid. It provides a coherent and evidence-based analysis of how learning style preferences mediate the relationship between conceptions of teaching and learning and student satisfaction.
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