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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.


	1. The introduction of design thinking, which includes critical thinking, creativity, collaboration, communication, problem solving and digital literacy is of immense value to the scientific community.
2.In addition, the conceptual definitions of logical thinking, analytical thinking, system thinking creative thinking, and design thinking have contributed positively to the scientific community
3.Furthermore,the comparative analysis adopted for the study made it simple for the scientific community readers to understand.

4.Also, the manuscript integrates inquiry based learning curriculum that helps students relate with stakeholders, communities and ecosystems in order to fully utilize design thinking in science education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	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 ,it is suitable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct. The method used, based on comparative analysis, as well as the use of Ven -diagram to explain the intersection of the thinking models made it more scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are sufficient. However, the author is advised to look for few publications from 2017 and beyond.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes,the English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has contributed to knowledge conceptually.
The literature review did not touch on both theoretical and conceptual reviews.

The comparison of the thinking models was comprehensively done.

Implications for curriculum and teacher practice were well elucidated.

In addition the study was well concluded
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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