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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.


	This manuscript is important as it tackles a real classroom issue boosting student participation in economics discussions offering practical insights for teachers and contributing to the scientific community focused on effective teaching strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	However, the title reads more like a research question than a formal academic title.

For improved clarity and academic tone, the author might consider a revised version like:

· Enhancing Economics Learning Through Active Participation: Strategies for Engaging Class 12 Students in Classroom Discussions

· Promoting Classroom Engagement to Improve Economics Learning Among Class 12 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.


	1. The abstract should begin by clearly stating the main objective of the study encouraging student participation in economics classes.

2. The sentence about 102 students finding the class interesting should explain how this relates to improved classroom engagement.

3. There is an incomplete sentence in the abstract (“likely We also...”) that needs to be corrected for clarity and readability.

4. A brief closing remark on how these findings can support teachers or improve classroom strategies would make the abstract more impactful.
These changes would help make the abstract clearer, easier to follow, and more effective in conveying the study’s purpose.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall, but several areas need improvement for better clarity and rigor:

1. The study follows a clear action research framework, but the presentation of findings lacks direct linkage to the research objectives.

2. Though two objectives are stated, they are not addressed separately or consistently throughout the manuscript.

3. The strategies mentioned (e.g., teacher encouragement, group work) are only explained in the conclusion, with no prior discussion of their implementation or selection process.

4. Underlying factors contributing to low participation, as per Objective 2, are not explicitly analysed or supported by data.

5. Objective-wise analysis of data is missing, which weakens the alignment between the research purpose and the findings.

6. The manuscript would benefit from proofreading errors such as missing punctuation, inconsistent verb tenses, and formatting issues are noticeable.

7. The verb tense switches between present and past inconsistently; using past tense throughout would improve flow.

8. Some parts of the abstract are too lengthy and can be made clearer with shorter, more focused sentences.

9. The objectives should be listed point-wise in the methodology or introduction section, not buried within a paragraph.

 More precise explanation of how interventions impacted participation, linked to collected data, would strengthen the manuscript’s scientific value.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references offer a strong mix of classic and recent works. But, to strengthen the manuscript further, the author may consider adding some newer studies focusing on student-centered pedagogy, constructivist classrooms, or discussion-based strategies in economics education to align more closely with the manuscript’s focus. For example;
· Ng, P. K., & Karjanto, N. (2023). Enhancing academic performance: The impact of active learning in mathematical economics. arXiv. https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.12837
· Asarta, C. J. (2023). Student engagement and interaction in the economics classroom: Essentials for the novice economic educator. The Journal of Economic Education, 55(1), 54–62. https://doi.org/10.1080/00220485.2023.2269142
· Mizzi, E. (2024). Pedagogical content knowledge in school economics. Citizenship, Social and Economics Education, 23(3), 127-143.
	

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


	Yes, the language of the article is generally clear but requires improvement to meet scholarly standards. Certain sentences are lengthy or lack structure, and there are noticeable issues with grammar, punctuation, and consistent use of tense. Careful editing and proofreading would enhance clarity, coherence, and the academic tone necessary for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The use of action research is commendable, and the topic has clear implications for improving teaching practices. However, greater attention to data presentation, alignment of objectives with analysis, and refinement of language will enhance its overall scholarly quality. With revisions, the paper has good potential to contribute meaningfully to the educational research community.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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