Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_144407

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Implementation of Higher Order Thinking Skills (HOTS) in High School Economics Learning on the Coast of Tomini Bay

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript provides a valuable contribution to the field of educational research. It highlights the challenges and strategies of implementing HOTS in high school Economics in a coastal region, it also offers insights into how specific context factors, such as student socioeconomic background and school infrastructure, affect learning outcomes. The study, emphasizes the role of teacher professional development, supervision, and technology in fostering critical, analytical, and creative thinking among students. Its findings can inform both policymakers and educators aiming to improve 21stcentury competencies in economically and geographically diverse regions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“ Implementing Higher Order Thinking Skills in High School Economics: Evidence from Tomini Bay Coastal Schools” this title would be more concise.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study’s purpose, methods, and findings but to improve clarity and comprehensiveness, it could briefly mention the qualitative phenomenological approach, data sources (interviews, observations, documentation), and key findings on challenges and strategies. This will help readers quickly understand the research scope and outcomes.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically, methodologically appropriate, and logically structured for example method section needs to be written elaborately. The qualitative phenomenological approach fits the research objectives, and the data collection and analysis procedures are well described and the interpretation of findings is consistent with established theories, such as Bloom’s taxonomy and HOTS frameworks.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant, including foundational and recent works but they don’t have DOI. Most sources are from 2019–2024, which are new but If possible they should include more region specific or international comparative studies on HOTS implementation could make the manuscript stronger.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical improvements and stylistic polishing (e.g., subject verb agreement, sentence flow, and removal of redundancy) could enhance readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a strong contribution to understanding HOTS implementation in high school Economics. The detailed discussion of teacher strategies, challenges, and local contextual factors can add practical value to it. Figures, tables, or sample lesson excerpts could further strengthen the reader’s understanding.

The manuscript is well structured, methodologically robust, and provides practical insights. Serious Major revisions for abstract clarity, minor language improvements, and possible inclusion of more international context or comparative studies will enhance its overall quality.
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