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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.
	This paper focuses on the important issue of intellectual and philosophical orientations governing the development of learning content, and how intellectual and philosophical foundations affect students' critical thinking.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	No. The title of the article is not appropriate. It does not reflect the purpose of the research and the content of the article well. It is written poetically.
	

	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 methodology of the paper is not reported in the expected format. It is disorganized. The main components of the qualitative methodology are not reported.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the methodology section of the paper, it is better to set the methodological reporting style based on the American Psychological Association format (APA). First, the research design, then the type of qualitative method or methods, then the participants or research area, the method of selecting the study samples, the criteria for entering and leaving sources or participants, the method of coding and analysing data should be mentioned. Several qualitative methods are mentioned in this study, but which methods were used? A variety of people were addressed and interviewed. On what basis or criteria were these people selected? How were the findings from the learners' written texts combined with the data from the interviews? These are the ambiguities that have weakened the study's methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and reported correctly.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes. The language of the article is appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article addresses an important issue, but it would be better if the methodology of the article was reported completely and correctly. The findings should be based on the methodology and should not be theoretical. Qualitative data analysis software is mentioned, but the analytical results of the software are not reported.
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