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	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 study holds significant relevance as it empirically validates the pedagogical benefits of Web 2.0 tools such as Wikis, YouTube, and WhatsApp in enhancing students’ problem-solving and deep learning. It bridges a notable research gap in social science education, where most studies have traditionally focused on STEM subjects. The work contributes to advancing digital pedagogy frameworks and aligns with current trends in technology integration in classrooms. The findings have implications for teachers, curriculum designers, and education policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate, concise, and accurately reflects the content and objectives of the study.
Suggestion: You may consider a slight refinement for smoother readability: “Integrating Web 2.0 Technologies in Political Science Instruction to Enhance Students’ Problem-Solving Skills.”
	

	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 comprehensive and effectively summarizes the background, objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved by adding one sentence highlighting the educational implications of the findings. Suggestion: Add a concluding statement such as-“The findings underscore the potential of Web 2.0 technologies in promoting active, collaborative, and student-centered learning in political science classrooms.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The design (2×2 factorial quasi-experimental) is appropriate for the research objectives, and the use of ANCOVA enhances validity. Data analysis, interpretation, and effect size reporting are accurate and aligned with accepted quantitative research standards. The instruments used (R-SPQ-2F and self-developed tests) are valid and reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate, relevant, and mostly recent (2010–2019). A few older theoretical sources (Biggs et al., Mayer, etc.) are essential and appropriate.
Suggestion: Consider including one or two more recent references (post-2020) to demonstrate continued relevance of Web 2.0 tools in evolving hybrid and blended learning contexts.
	

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

	The manuscript is written in clear, formal, and scholarly English. Minor stylistic issues such as inconsistent spacing, occasional overuse of passive voice, and long sentences may be edited for brevity and smoother flow. Overall, language quality is suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Figures and tables are well-labeled and relevant. Ensure that all figures (especially ANCOVA graphs) have clear captions.

The discussion is robust, but a short section on limitations and future research directions could enhance completeness.


Scientific Soundness		Sound methodology and valid results
Clarity of Presentation		Clear and well-organized
Literature Review		Comprehensive and well-integrated
Language and Style		Minor grammatical and stylistic edits suggested
References	               	Adequate and relevant


	Minor Revision recommended
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No ethical concerns are evident. The study uses standard educational procedures with appropriate permissions from school authorities.
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