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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 for scientific community for it focuses on communicating on the quality issue of education. The literature review presented in the manuscript is bring the knowledge in the area to the attention of the scientific community in the area of the discipline. The attempts made to indicate the knowledge gap in the area in the presentation of the introduction section is also useful. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.  However, it missed to include one important variable in the study as could be realized from the body of the manuscript presentation. That is, the class size or large class size. Thus, it could be improved as:  “A Comparative Study of Social Studies Teachers' Competence and Class Size on Seventh Grade Students' Learning Outcomes in Public Junior High Schools in Bone Bolango Regency”
	

	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.


	It is better to reduce the size of the abstract by removing the figures, such as ANOVA and other test result figures. Only presenting in statements is sufficient. Some other trivial words shall also be removed through reconstructing some of the sentences in the abstract.   
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, it would be better if the following improvements made. One is that, in the introductory chapter, the manuscript should have a basic research questions/hypotheses or specific and general objective which guide the study. In the introduction section, most of the paragraphs constructed only with two sentences, thus the section is very scattered and not well structured in its organization. Thus, join some two paragraphs which present similar ideas as one paragraph to improve the organization pattern.  Moreover, recommendations presented in manuscript shall be placed after the conclusion section, that recommendations are incorrectly placed before the conclusion.  
	

	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 recent. Though Dewey (1938) is not recent, it is reasonable to be used since the theory is fundamental and can be used forever. A correction need to be made in the references list is that two lists of references are incorrectly placed with regard to alphabetical order of the authors. In the manuscript, I indicated these two references by track change and read colour. 
	

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


	The language aspect, the grammar in many parts of the article needs revisiting, mainly in the Abstract, Methodology, Results and Discussion sections. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Revisiting and improving the manuscript in the view of comments suggested, would make the article to be more referred by the scientific community. Specially presenting hypotheses/research questions or specific objectives is must to be presented. Language aspect has to be thoroughly visited and improved. Considering these cases would improve the quality of the manuscript and thereby it has to be accepted for the publication.  
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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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