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	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it demonstrates the strengths of Bayesian non-parametric methods over classical approaches, particularly in educational research where data are often ordinal and non-normally distributed. By offering probabilistic interpretations beyond traditional p-values, it provides a more nuanced framework that can benefit researchers across diverse disciplines.
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	The abstract is generally clear and well-structured but could be improved by briefly stating the study’s context, specifying the sample size, and simplifying the interpretation of the Bayes Factor. Adding a stronger concluding line on the broader significance of Bayesian methods in educational research would also enhance its impact.
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	The references in the manuscript are relevant but somewhat limited and slightly outdated. While they include key classical and some recent works, the list would benefit from adding more recent (2018–2024) studies on Bayesian hypothesis testing and applications in education. Incorporating a few up-to-date sources will strengthen the manuscript’s depth, currency, and alignment with current research trends.
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