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	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 article explored two popular methods in science. The authors also compared them with an additional gender comparison. It informs readers (teachers) on how to implement these methods in their classrooms. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title represents the content of the article. However, it would be better with fewer words, such as "A Comparative Study of Chemistry Students' Performance in Chemical Kinetics Using HOTS and Inquiry Approaches."
	

	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.


	Yes, but the abstract was too long. The sentence 
 “Face validation was done by three experts, two in Science Education, one in measurement and evaluation, all from Rev. Fr Moses Orshio Adasu University Makurdi. The instrument was pre-tested on Senior Secondary two students offering Chemistry that were excluded during analysis. The reliability coefficient of CKPT was 0.79 using Kuder-Richardson formula 20.” could be deleted. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but representation of test item should be shown to enhance detail about the test to the reader.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but the references are not typed using additional tools like Mendeley or Zotero. Some citations (like Andrini (2016), Okeke (2018), Emma-Iwuozo (2018), Gagdi, Muhammad, and Rabiu (2023), Ogula and Munyua, (2021)), are not shown in the reference list. Using the tools would make the references more accurate. 
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The most important question is why should the two methods, which have similar features, be compared?
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