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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. 
 
	Studies on IBL are still relevant even though the trend shows a decline from year to year. However, the need for studies on IBL in the field of education is still needed to ensure that effective educational methods continue to develop and are shared with educators to be practiced by the community and especially by school students. A focus on studies on the gaps in IBL is very much needed in the future. 
	 

	Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 
	The title given is very general. The title of this study should be more specific based on the research that has been conducted. A suggested title is "Inquiry-Based Learning (IBL) Approach in Science Teaching: 
Assessing the Academic Performance of Students" 
	 

	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. 
 
	Abstract writing needs to be refined. Writers are advised to start with a brief but precise statement of the problem or issue. Then, explain the research methods and design, and the main findings and results. 
Finally, the conclusions reached in this study. Please also write an abstract in 1 paragraph. 
	 

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	In general, this manuscript is indeed scientific, but there is still room for improvement that can be done as follows: 
1. A testable hypothesis should also be stated explicitly. 
2. This study also needs to report the statistics of valid and reliable instruments for a teacher-made test. 
	 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form. 
	The references used are too old between 2020 and 2023 and not sufficient. The author needs to look at the latest studies as references to ensure that the study conducted is relevant to current issues and that the same study has not been conducted by other researchers. Researchers can refer to the latest studies as suggested below: 
 
Mediana, N., Funa, A., & Dio, R. (2025). Effectiveness of Inquiry-based Learning (IbL) on Improving Students’ Conceptual Understanding in Science and Mathematics: A Meta-Analysis. International Journal of Education in Mathematics, Science and Technology, 13(2), 532-552. 
Pei, Z. (2025). Investigating the effectiveness of inquiry-based learning (IBL) on students’ academic achievement. Research Studies in English Language Teaching and Learning, 3(3), 469-482. 
Thuan, N. T., & Son, P. N. (2025). Enhancing Scientific Competency in Middle School Students Through Inquiry-Based Learning: A Case Study on Water in Life. Journal of Science Education and Technology, 1-12. Uthaikanchanakul, P. (2025). Promoting Inquiry-Based Learning in Thai Science Education: Enhancing Scientific Literacy and Critical Thinking. Insights into Modern Education (i-ME), 2(1), 60-72. 
 
	 

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications? 
 
	In general, the language quality of this article could be improved, especially in terms of clarity of writing, sentence flow, table labeling, and eliminating repetition. 
Example: In Table 8, the t-tests are labeled confusingly (“Control” and “Experimental” as row labels for the same group). This will lead to misinterpretation. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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