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	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.


	What topic gap does it address (international students / adaptation / intercultural communication)?
Who benefits (universities, student support services, intercultural researchers)?
What is the contribution (context: Pattani students in Banten; micro-level qualitative insight)?
Any practical value (student mentoring, language/social support programs)?
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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Write what you think is missing (e.g., clearer “why this matters”, or limitations), if anything.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Check consistency of:
research question vs results,
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whether claims match the data described (4 participants, qualitative narrative),
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