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	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.


	The Socratic Questioning method is a very well-known teaching method among the teaching and the academic communities. It is also known that this technique requires high level skills to implement, therefore, this paper contributes meaningfully towards making this method more understandable and applicable to the teaching community. The paper points out the intuitive thinking aspect as a key factor in improving the art of questioning. The research also offers empirical evidence supporting the integration of cognitive development programs into teacher professional training programs to promote agility in questioning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it reflects the main objective of the study which is the relationship between intuitive thing and questioning. 
	

	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.


	Whereas the abstract covers the key aspects of the study including the research aim, design, data collection and analysis, and results, the author can enrich it by improving:
1. Clarity: The statement “The findings revealed that teachers’ intuitive thinking styles and their art of questioning practices were very extensive’” is ambiguous. The author should mention specific results and state how such results influence teacher training or policy formulation.

2. Specificity: Clearly specify, for example, that the study examined 4 domains of intuitive thinking styles. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The research design and methodology employed, data collection, analysis and interpretation seem to have followed scientific rigor.   

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Refences used in the citation seem to be current and covers main aspects of the manuscript particularly questioning strategies and intuitive thinking. However, for a more grounded theoretical framework, expanded literatures on teachers’ questioning techniques, intuitive thinking and decision-making models in education are desirable. For instance:

1. Reasoning and questioning in education: Kuhn, D., & Dean, D. (2019). What is learned in the process of scientific reasoning? Review of Research in Education, 43(1), 94-125. 
2. Cognitive styles and their impact on teaching and learning: Bruning, R. H., & Schraw, G. (2018). Cognitive Psychology and Education: Theory and Practice. 
3. Updated review relevant to questioning techniques in education: Asquith, P., & Van Driel, J. H. (2021). Teacher questioning in science classrooms: A systematic review. International Journal of Science Education, 43(3), 415-436.


	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. 
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