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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 research reviewed is interesting and in accordance with current issues. The research shows major implications for the scientific community, but has not been clearly explained by the researcher. The article manuscript should be continued and adjusted, including adjustments to the article template.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is interesting, the author only needs to adjust the research results, so that it shows the emphasis on the results obtained and their correlation to the title of the article. For example, a title that wants a study of improving pedagogical reasoning skills, the author should also emphasize the results of how much influence or improvement the skills in question have.
	

	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 too long, try to only contain a maximum of 250 words. The abstract as a whole does not show the essence of the research conducted. Please include the urgency of the research, the purpose of the research, the research method used, the summary of the results obtained in accordance with the purpose of the research, and the implications of the research in general. In the abstract, it does not show an increase in reasoning skills according to the title, and it is not clear in terms of research methods, whether the author uses qualitative or quantitative methods. The author only mentions structured interviews as a method of collecting data, and I think this is not in accordance with the title of the article submitted. If you want to see the extent of the increase in skills, the author should use a quantitative method and show the magnitude of the increase in question. The keywords in the abstract are also too long, please only use two words for each keyword.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the article manuscript is interesting to study. The research results are also presented clearly and in detail, but still need emphasis to show the correlation of research results with research objectives, as well as their implications for related educational fields.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references listed do not match what is quoted in the article content. In the article there are still some old references such as Komba & NKumbi 2008, Mosha 2004, Ministry of Education 2005, and several other quotes from 2011-2015. Try to use the latest references at least 5-10 years ago.
	

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


	Still needs improvement, try to use standard and scientific sentences.
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	Please adjust to the target journal template, because the article is too long and the content components are not in accordance with the journal template.

Please clarify the article section containing: Introduction, Material and Methods, Results and Disussion, Conclusion, Acknowledgments
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