Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_136592

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	IMPROVING CRITICAL THINKING SKILLS THROUGH CLAIM-EVIDENCE-REASON FRAMEWORK

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Critical thinking skills, which is theme of the manuscript, is very important because both educators and employers require students to be critical thinkers to be successful in learning institutions and in the world of work. However, the paper does place sufficient emphasis on the importance of adopting the claim-evidence-reasoning (CER) framework as a tool for enhancing critical thinking. The manuscript should give a clear definition of the basic terms: a) What is critical thinking? b) What is the CER framework? Each component of the framework needs to be spelt out. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable for the purpose. 
	

	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. It provides the necessary information for a reader to have an overall understanding of what the paper is about, the aim of the study being reported, the design of the study, the location and duration of the study, the methodology used, the findings, and the conclusions drawn from the study. This is a good executive summary of the paper. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in content and format.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. However, there a need for consistence in the use uppercase and lowercase in titles. Below are examples of inconsistencies:

Alfonso, D. V. (2015). Evidence of Critical Thinking in High School Humanities     Classrooms. GiST Education and Learning Research Journal, 11, 26–44. 

HYPERLINK "https://doi.org/10.26817/16925777.281" \h
https://doi.org/10.26817/16925777.281 

Anderson, L. W., & Krathwohl, D. R. (2001). A taxonomy for learning, teaching, and assessing: A revision of Bloom's taxonomy of educational objectives: complete edition. Addison Wesley Longman, Inc. 

HYPERLINK "https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=tl&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Anderson" \h
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=tl&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Anderson
 
	

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


	The use of English is good. There are only a few typos that need correcting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The abstract mentions a recommendation arising from the findings of the study. However, the main text needs to explain the recommendation. 
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