Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_151020

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Aspirations and Empowerment of NCC Girl Cadets in an Aspirational District of India: Evidence from Nuapada, Odisha

	Type of the Article
	Original 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.


	I believe this manuscript contributes greatly to the often-overlooked issue of youth empowerment and gender development. The study of NCC girl cadets in Nuapada, Odisha, gives empirical evidence that bridges the gap in national-level analyses of youth programs. The author’s integration of empowerment theory with grounded field data enhances the relevance of the of the study for education scholars, gender researchers, and policymakers. The study offers actionable insights that will strengthen youth programs in rural settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content. However, this can still be improved for academic precision. For example (suggestion only): 
Aspirations and Empowerment of NCC Girl Cadets in an Aspirational District of India: A Mixed-Methods Study from Nuapada, Odisha
	

	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 and well-structured. It clearly presents the context, purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications.

Minor Suggestions (Abstract):
Sample clarity:
The abstract states “data were collected from 21 girl cadets aged 15–23” but does not clarify their educational level.

Suggestion: Add “all enrolled at the undergraduate level” for precision.
Methodological specificity

“Mixed-methods approach” is mentioned, but the qualitative component is not clearly distinguished.
Suggestion: Briefly specify that qualitative data were derived from open-ended survey responses.
These are minor refinements, not deficiencies.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.

Strengths:

1. The cross-sectional mixed-methods design is appropriate for the exploratory objectives (Methods section).

2. The alignment between objectives and results tables (Tables 1–17) is clear and consistent.

3. The interpretation of results is well grounded in existing literature, with frequent triangulation.

Areas for Improvement:

· Sample size justification (Methods)

While the study is exploratory, the manuscript would benefit from a brief justification of the sample size (N=21) as acceptable for context-specific qualitative-dominant inquiry.

Suggestion: Add a sentence acknowledging limited generalizability and positioning the study as contextual and illustrative.
Results–Discussion separation

Results and discussion are merged throughout.

While acceptable, clearer signposting (e.g., “Interpretation” or “Link to Literature”) within subsections would enhance readability.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are sufficient and largely recent.

Strengths:

· Strong use of post-2020 literature, particularly policy documents and recent NCC studies (References section).

· Appropriate inclusion of foundational theory (Kabeer, 1999).

Minor Issues:

· Inconsistent citation year

· Verma et al is cited as 2025 in text but listed as 2024 in references.

Suggestion: Harmonize publication year.
· One incomplete reference entry

· “(2021). Summer-Winter Issue. Man and Society.” lacks authorship.

Suggestion: Complete or remove to meet scholarly standards.
Here is the APA 7th Edition format for that reference:
Indian Council of Social Science Research – North Eastern Regional Centre. (2021). Man and Society: A Journal of North-East Studies, Volume XVIII (Winter 2021). Indian Council of Social Science Research – North Eastern Regional Centre. https://www.icssrnerc.org/wp-content/uploads/2021-Summer-Man-Society-Winter.pdf

	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communication.

Strengths:

· Clear academic tone throughout.

· Terminology is consistent and discipline appropriate.

Minor Language Refinements (Examples):

· Repetition of phrases such as “this finding highlights” appears frequently in the Results and Discussion section.

Suggestion: Vary phrasing for stylistic polish.
These are editorial-level edits, not substantive issues.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The extensive use of tables (17 total) is commendable and enhances transparency; however, the manuscript could benefit from a brief synthesis paragraph summarizing patterns across tables (before the Conclusion).
The Significance of the Paper section is strong but slightly overlaps with the Introduction; tightening could improve flow. 
The manuscript is methodologically sound, contextually rich, and policy-relevant. Revisions required are limited to minor clarifications, reference consistency, and stylistic refinement. No major conceptual or analytical revisions are necessary.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

· No ethical issues identified.

· Ethical safeguards (anonymity, confidentiality, aggregate reporting) are clearly stated (Methods section).

· No vulnerable data or coercive practices are evident.
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