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	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 topic of significant and growing importance in higher education—classroom management within increasingly complex, technology-rich, and diverse learning environments. By focusing on evidence-based strategies and integrating emerging issues such as AI use and digital distraction, the paper contributes meaningfully to contemporary pedagogical discourse. The synthesis of literature and practical recommendations provides valuable insights for instructors, policymakers, and academic developers. Moreover, the emphasis on inclusion and universal design makes it relevant to current global efforts to promote equitable and accessible learning in tertiary education. Overall, the manuscript offers both theoretical and practical relevance, though it would benefit from stronger empirical grounding or case-based examples to enhance its
contribution to applied scholarship.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Current title: “Classroom Management Strategies at Higher Education Institutions.”
The title is clear and representative of the paper’s focus. However, it could be slightly refined to better reflect the
integrative and evidence-informed approach presented. Suggested alternative:
“Evidence-Based Classroom Management Strategies for Inclusive and Digitally Adaptive Higher Education.”
This revised title better emphasizes the scholarly depth and contemporary context of the paper.
	

	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 comprehensive, well-structured, and logically summarizes the key themes of the manuscript. It effectively outlines the rationale, focus, and major findings or discussions. However, two aspects could be improved:
· The abstract reads more as an extended summary rather than a concise overview. Consider reducing
redundancy and highlighting the distinctive contribution of the paper (e.g., “This paper uniquely integrates…,” or “Unlike prior reviews, this study emphasizes…”).
· It would be beneficial to include a clearer indication of the research method or approach (e.g., conceptual synthesis, literature review, or theoretical framework).
Add a brief methodological statement and highlight the paper’s innovation in addressing AI and digital learning
environments.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually coherent and scientifically sound. The introduction provides a solid rationale and contextual background, supported by current literature. It demonstrates a strong understanding of the distinctions between tertiary and earlier educational levels.
The literature review is thorough and integrates relevant, up-to-date sources (mostly from 2021–2025). However, it could be enhanced by deeper critical comparison among key studies rather than summarizing them sequentially. This would strengthen the argumentation and highlight the manuscript’s unique perspective.
The methodological orientation is not explicitly stated—whether the paper is a conceptual review, theoretical synthesis, or practice-based analysis. Clarifying this in the introduction or a short “Method” section would improve transparency and academic rigor.
The discussion and results (though conceptual) are rich in pedagogical insights. The organization by thematic sections—strategies, benefits, and challenges—is logical and contributes to clarity. The discussion could, however, benefit from a more analytical tone linking findings to theory or existing pedagogical models (e.g., Self- Determination Theory, Constructivism, or Transformative Learning).
The references and citation integration are well executed and follow a consistent APA format. However, a few duplicate citations (e.g., Albayrak & Ateskan, 2022) appear in both the main list and again at the end—this should be corrected.
Overall, the paper demonstrates scholarly depth and conceptual alignment with current higher education trends but would benefit from:
· An explicit methodological description;
· More analytical synthesis rather than descriptive summarization;
· A concluding section that connects findings to implications for research and policy in international higher education.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and relevant. The majority fall within the last five years (2021–2025), which aligns with academic standards. Classic works are used appropriately to establish theoretical grounding (e.g.,
Freeman et al., 2014). To enhance global and comparative perspectives, the inclusion of sources from non-
	



	
	Western higher education contexts could further strengthen the manuscript’s diversity and applicability.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is formal, fluent, and appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates strong academic writing skills, with precise terminology and well-structured sentences. Nonetheless, occasional overuse of long, multi-clause sentences may impede readability. Slight stylistic editing for conciseness and flow would
enhance reader engagement. Minor grammatical or punctuation adjustments may also be needed in isolated sections (e.g., commas in compound sentences).
	

	Optional/General comments
	This manuscript presents a well-structured and timely discussion on classroom management strategies in higher education. The topic is highly relevant, addressing current challenges such as digital transformation, AI integration, and inclusive pedagogy. The paper demonstrates strong theoretical grounding and comprehensive literature coverage using recent and credible sources. Its organization—from conceptual foundation to strategies, benefits, and challenges—is logical and coherent.
However, the manuscript would benefit from several refinements to strengthen its scholarly contribution. Specifically, should clarify the methodological framework (e.g., conceptual review or theoretical synthesis), provide deeper analytical connections between cited studies, and enhance the abstract’s focus on
methodological orientation. Some redundancy and stylistic complexity in sentence structure could also be reduced to improve readability.
Overall, this is a solid and insightful paper that contributes meaningfully to contemporary discussions on higher education pedagogy. With minor revisions for methodological clarity, analytical depth, and linguistic refinement, it will meet international publication standards.

The manuscript is well-written, conceptually strong, and highly relevant to current higher education challenges such as digitalization, inclusivity, and AI integration. It demonstrates comprehensive engagement with recent literature, clear organization, and professional academic tone. The discussion is thoughtful and applicable for practitioners and
researchers alike. However, it lacks a clearly defined methodological framework and deeper analytical synthesis connecting theory with practice. A few redundant sections, overly long sentences, and slight stylistic issues also need refinement. These are minor but necessary adjustments to enhance clarity, coherence, and publication readiness.
With these improvements, the paper would merit a score above 9 and be suitable for publication in a reputable international journal.
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