Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_154689

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	THE INFLUENCE OF PEER RELATIONSHIP AND RELATIONAL BEHAVIOR ON INVOLVEMENT IN ORGANIZATIONS AMONG SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL LEARNERS

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally relevant to the topic, but could be improved for precision and readability. The phrase “involvement in organizations” is somewhat broad, whereas the manuscript consistently refers to campus or school organizations.

Suggested title: The Influence of Peer Relationships and Relational Behavior on Involvement in Campus Organizations among Senior High School Students

	

	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.


	On the whole, the abstract is well structured and makes sense, although we must improve it a fewfold. First, the abstract cannot overstate the causal interpretation of these results because the research design was a non-experimental correlational. Second, the abstract would be strengthened by reporting in the most concise manner the explanatory power of the model and a clear distinction between significant and non-significant predictors. Third, the language should be tightened to avoid repetition and scholarly style. It would also help the abstract by explicitly stating that peer relationship was a significant predictor, whereas relational behavior was not statistically significant in the regression model.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The subject matter is indeed important, but the manuscript does not yet bear certain scientific coherence. However, the main problem is that the conclusion states that peers and relational behavior both exert a significant effect on involvement in organizations. However, the regression table shows that in terms of future outcome (p = .071), relational behavior was not significant. Furthermore, the theoretical grounds are not consistent since the introduction uses Social Cognitive Theory and the conclusion shifts to Social Capital Theory. Evidence of duplicate text on unrelated populations and constructs should be removed in this methodology section, as well. The authors ought to be cautious in adapting this manuscript to ensure conformity among theory, methods, results, and interpretation. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several of these references are relevant to the manuscript and recent. Quality control and consistency of the reference list remain an issue. Citations are recommended to be read carefully for bibliographic integrity, completeness, and direct relevance to what they support. The authors must do their best to further develop the literature base by including peer-reviewed studies from recent, more credible international journals on student engagement, peer support, school belongingness, extracurricular activities, and adolescent social development. APA style of formatting of the references must then be used in the same manner in all cases.

	

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


	The manuscript is mainly intelligible but requires extensive editing in the English language for its academic publication. Problems are with grammar, phrasing, repetition, capitalization, and sentence flow. Edited language that the average academic would understand, before its publication, is also recommended.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The subject is appropriate and probably publishable, but the paper needs a thorough reformulation before it can be treated as a credible proposal. The authors need to address the consistency of the regressions and the conclusion; they need to explain their theoretical basis and re-pack the discussion so that statements do not exceed what the design dictates. The methodology is to be edited and fully tailored to the actual study population and variables. The manuscript could further improve the explanation for why relational behavior was significantly associated with involvement but remained insignificant in the regression model when incorporating peer relationships.
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