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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the growing body of research on online learning and critical thinking development, particularly in non-Western educational contexts. By focusing on Chinese undergraduate students—a demographic often underrepresented in critical thinking studies—the study provides insights into how online thesis writing courses can foster higher-order cognitive skills. The findings offer practical recommendations for educators and policymakers seeking to optimize online learning environments, making it relevant for global discussions on digital pedagogy. Additionally, the study bridges gaps in blended learning research by examining long-term skill development rather than just short-term outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but somewhat lengthy. A more concise alternative could be:
"Developing Critical Thinking in Online Thesis Writing: Perspectives from Chinese Undergraduate 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive but could be strengthened with minor adjustments:

1. Add a brief mention of methodology (e.g., "Using qualitative interviews and document analysis...").

2. Specify practical implications (e.g., "The study suggests institutional strategies like...").


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with well-supported arguments and alignment between research questions, methods, and findings. However:

· Critical thinking measurement: Consider citing established frameworks (e.g., Facione’s Critical Thinking Disposition Scale) to strengthen theoretical grounding.

· Sample size justification: While saturation was achieved with 6 participants, a brief comparison to similar qualitative studies (e.g., Xia & Xu, 2024) would bolster methodological rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent (2020–2024) and relevant, but consider adding:

1. Facione, P. A. (1990) Critical Thinking: A Statement of Expert Consensus – for foundational definitions.

2. Dwyer, C. P. et al. (2014) Computers & Education – on metacognition in online learning.

3. Liu, O. L. et al. (2014) ETS Research Report – for critical thinking assessment tools.


	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication, with only minor grammatical refinements needed (e.g., "aligning with recent studies that highlight" → "aligning with recent studies highlighting"). A professional proofread would ensure polished readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured study with strong implications for online pedagogy. With minor refinements (title, abstract, and methodological citations), it will be ready for publication in a reputable education or technology-enhanced learning journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	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”
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