Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_152366

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	CONTRIBUTION OF CO-TEACHING MODELS (TEAM TEACHING AND ONE TEACH- ONE ASSIST) ON LEARNER’S ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT IN RWANDA - EVIDENCE FROM THE FOUR SELECTED PRIVATE SCHOOLS IN KIGALI CITY

	Type of the Article
	


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	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.


	The manuscript can provide more explanation on how collaborative teaching affects students’ performance. It can enrich empirical evidence on how co-teaching increases students’ achievement. Further, it can also serve as one of the bases for educational policy makers in the regions or country involved to integrate collaborative or co-teaching methods to their teacher professional development. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 well structured but misses the background. The background sentence should be put at the beginning of the abstract before the sentence stating the aim of the study (For example, “Classroom instructions can affect …”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but there are a few things that should be revised (i.e., consistency of sample (there are ‘four’ schools mentioned in the abstract, but only ‘three’ were listed in the method section, explicit mentioning of the research instruments used) 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but there are items which are not in alphabetical order yet. 
	

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


	Yes, but diction like the use of ‘noticing’ instead of observations should be reconsidered 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is scientifically sound but some parts like the Literature Review and Methods can be reorganize so it can read better. As a suggestion, the Literature Review can start with explanations on what co-teaching models mean, followed by what team teaching and one teach-one assist, and then with why these are important or have more advantages on students’ achievement and performance. The methods section can be reorganized by adding explicit mentioning of the subjects, the instruments and the data gathering and data analysis techniques used. Discussion section should also be more thorough, detailing how co-teaching is more effective than either of the two methods implemented independently.  (Major Revision, on structure and language use)
	


	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? 


	No (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There may be indications of plagiarism in this article as the result of the Turnitin check shows 65% of similarity (bibliography excluded). Please check the link https://ev.turnitin.com/app/carta/en_us/?u=1159722597&o=2865305852&lang=en_us&ro=103 for detailed information. 
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Theresia Yunia Setyawan

	Department of Reviewer
	Faculty of Teacher Training and Education

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Sanata Dharma University

	Country of Reviewer
	Indonesia

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Lecturer

	Email ID of Reviewer
	theresiayunia@usd.ac.id 
theresiayunia@usd.ac.id

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	+62 87765647356

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	educational technology, instructional design, learning methodology, classroom management


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

