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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.


	This study addresses a timely and underexplored dimension of intra-ASEAN educational mobility by examining the cross-cultural adaptation of Pattani Thai students—a Muslim minority group—in Indonesian higher education. While the current micro-level qualitative design with a small purposive sample (n=4) appropriately captures rich, subjective experiences, expanding the sample size in future research would strengthen the empirical foundation for evidence-based educational policymaking in Banten and similar host regions. The findings hold potential relevance for universities and ministries across Southeast Asia seeking to develop culturally responsive support systems for intra-regional student mobility, particularly in navigating religious-cultural nuances within Muslim-majority host societies. Ultimately, scaling this research could inform regional ASEAN frameworks that promote inclusive academic integration while respecting the cultural identity of minority student populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately identifies the study population and context but leans toward a descriptive, report-like tone rather than signaling a distinct theoretical contribution. Replacing generic phrasing such as "experiences" with conceptually precise terms (e.g., "identity negotiation" or "adaptive stress") would elevate its scholarly framing and better reflect the manuscript's analytical depth.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the study's purpose, methods, key findings, and theoretical implications within appropriate scope for a small-scale qualitative investigation. To enhance scholarly precision, briefly specifying the emergent themes (e.g., religious identity negotiation) and explicitly acknowledging the limited sample size as a constraint would strengthen transparency without compromising conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While Kim's cross-cultural adaptation theory provides a solid conceptual foundation, the current cross-sectional design with only four participants limits the ability to capture the dynamic, longitudinal nature of adaptation that the theory emphasizes. A more robust approach—such as extended ethnographic engagement or a mixed-methods design tracking students across multiple timepoints—would better align with the theory's emphasis on stress-adaptation-growth cycles unfolding over time. Nevertheless, the study's rich descriptive insights remain valuable as preliminary exploration, provided claims about developmental stages are framed cautiously given the methodological constraints.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list demonstrates adequate engagement with foundational theories (e.g., Kim, 2001) and recent regional studies (2021–2024), supporting the manuscript's contextual grounding. However, incorporating more contemporary theoretical updates—such as recent critiques or extensions of Kim's adaptation model (post-2015)—would strengthen the conceptual framework. Overall, the citations are sufficient for a small-scale qualitative study but would benefit from selective inclusion of newer intercultural competence literature.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally comprehensible and conveys its scholarly content effectively, though occasional phrasing reflects non-native English patterns (e.g., "relocated into motivation" instead of "transformed into motivation"). Minor language polishing for idiomatic flow and grammatical precision would enhance readability, but the current quality is acceptable for publication with light editorial revision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript includes a standard ethics approval statement from Sultan Ageng Tirtayasa University and mentions data confidentiality and the right to withdraw—basic requireme
	


Reviewer details:

Reza Aghanouri, Shahid Beheshti University of Medical Sciences, Iran

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

