Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_147288

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Mediating Effect of Technological Diversity on the Relationship Between Perceptions of ChatGPT and Students’ Satisfaction with Ai Tools in Education

	Type of the Article
	Research 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 a highly contemporary and relevant topic in educational research—the role of ChatGPT and AI tools in shaping students’ satisfaction and learning experiences. The inclusion of technological diversity as a mediating variable offers a novel perspective that enhances the understanding of how varied technological competencies and exposures influence satisfaction outcomes. The study contributes valuable insights to the emerging field of AI-assisted pedagogy, particularly at a time when generative AI tools are being increasingly integrated into higher education. Its findings could inform educators, policymakers, and educational technologists seeking to optimize AI-driven learning ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, descriptive, and appropriately reflects the core variables and relationships studied. However, to enhance readability and academic precision, you might consider revising slightly to:
Suggested Alternative Title: “Exploring the Mediating Role of Technological Diversity in the Relationship Between ChatGPT Perceptions and Students’ Satisfaction with AI Tools in Education.”
This version emphasizes exploration and clarifies the analytical focus.
	

	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 reasonable overview of the research objectives, methodology, and findings. However, it could be strengthened by:

· Including specific details about the sample size, data collection tools, and statistical methods used.

· Briefly mentioning the key implications for educational practice or policy.

· Replacing vague terms such as “positive relationship” with quantified results or statistical significance (if available).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically sound and logically structured. The theoretical framework is well grounded, and the mediation analysis approach aligns with the study’s objectives. Nevertheless, the following minor improvements are recommended:

· Clarify whether technological diversity was measured using an existing validated scale or a self-developed instrument.

· Provide more detail on sampling strategy and data validation techniques to strengthen the reliability of findings.

· Discuss potential limitations, such as generalizability across educational contexts or possible response bias in perception-based data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is sufficient and generally relevant. However, several sources appear to predate 2020. It is advisable to include more recent references (2021–2024) focusing on generative AI in education, ChatGPT integration in classrooms, and digital learning analytics.
Suggested additions:

· Kasneci, E. et al. (2023). ChatGPT for Good? On Opportunities and Challenges of Large Language Models for Education. Learning and Instruction.

· Zawacki-Richter, O. et al. (2022). Systematic Review of AI Applications in Higher Education. International Journal of Educational Technology in Higher Education.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear academic English and generally meets scholarly communication standards. Minor grammatical corrections (especially in the results and discussion sections) could further improve readability. The structure follows a conventional IMRaD format, which aids clarity and flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are appropriate and aid in understanding key findings.

· It would strengthen the paper to include a conceptual model diagram illustrating the hypothesized mediation framework.

· The conclusion could be expanded to better emphasize practical implications and future research directions.
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