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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 think this manuscript is importance, based on the following reason:
· Undergraduate research (UR) for college students both in developed and developing countries relevant to contextual learning.
· Help provide alternative ways for college students in facing challenges on implementation of UR.
· As an evaluation of cross disciplinary UR.
· Support the development of UR that relevant to the demands of the realities of work/ industrial life.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, it is. I think the title is clear and easy to understand.
	

	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.
	Yes, it is comprehensive. But, it is best, if the keywords and title are related. My suggestion is “undergraduate research, Tertiary student’s experiences and perspectives”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is. In my opinion the manuscript scientifically correct. This research has advantages: 1) The sample taken were quite diverse among college students from several institutions, the research results will be convincing. 2) Even though the design is a mixed method, the data analysis method used seems light.
But there are some things that need to be fixed: 1) The literature review section needs to be developed.; 2) It is necessary to add a framework section after the literature review section. 3) It would be better if the results and discussion sections in each table add a description and supporting theories (at least 3, if there isn’t conflicting
theories).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Article’s references are not enough, it would be better to add 12 more reverences. There are several references that can be used:
1) In Book: Blessinger, P & Hesel, N. (2020). International Perspectives on Undergraduate Research.
2) Stieger, P, dkk. (2025). Undergraduate Scientific Education and The Decline of Postgraduate Medical Researchers in Germany? A Perspective Discussion and Review of The Literature.
3) Marais, D.L & Pittius N.C.G.V. (2022). Supporting Undergraduate Research Capacity Development: A Process Evaluation of An Undergraduate Research Office at A South African Faculty of Medicine and Health Science.
4) Mac, H.D.A. (2022). The Canbridge Handbook of Undergraduate research.
5) Hensel, N.C. (2023). Course Based Undergraduate Research.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
Yes the English quality of the article suitable for scholary communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	1. Make keywords short on the abstract section.
2. Develop the literature review section.
3. Add a framework section after the literature review section.
4. Add descriptions and supporting theories on results and discussion sections.
5. Add References.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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