EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. Mention how the themes were derived and how the data saturation was achieved. Are there subthemes, did you perform coding, categorization, etc? The data collected could have been at least checked by the experts for accuracy or confirmed by the participants themselves to address issues on threats to validity.
	Sub-themes were added to the main themes and the findings section was revised. To enhance the reliability of the coding and analysis process, the data were independently coded by two researchers and the codes were subsequently compared. In cases of disagreement, discussions were held until a consensus was reached. As a result of the analysis, the inter-coder agreement rate was calculated as 93%. The analyzed findings were supported by direct quotations.

In the study, data saturation was determined to have been reached when no new themes or codes emerged and existing themes were repeated during the final interviews. Some of the findings obtained during the analysis of the interviews were shared with two social studies teachers outside the sample, and feedback was obtained regarding whether the findings corresponded with the participants’ experiences (member checking). In this way, the validity of the findings was increased.
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