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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.


	This study is important because it sheds light on how different teaching methods shape students’ learning in Social Studies, a subject vital for civic and national development. It provides practical insights for teachers and policymakers on balancing traditional and innovative approaches to improve student performance. The findings are relevant for educators working to make classroom teaching more engaging, effective, and responsive to 21st-century learning needs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable as it reflects the core focus of the study—how teaching methods influence students’ academic performance in Social Studies. However, it could be made slightly clearer and more engaging. A refined alternative could be:

“Pedagogical Practices and Their Influence on Students’ Academic Performance in Upper Basic Social Studies in Delta State.”

	

	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 clear and comprehensive, summarising the purpose, methods, key findings, and recommendations effectively. However, it could be slightly tightened by removing some methodological details like population size and sampling specifics, which can be reserved for the main text. Instead, a brief statement highlighting the main findings and their implications for teaching practice would make it more impactful and reader-friendly. Overall, it captures the essence of the study well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. The research design, sampling approach, and statistical analyses are appropriate for the stated objectives. The findings are logically derived from the data, and the conclusions align with the results presented. Minor refinements—such as clearer justification for the choice of sample size and a brief note on limitations—would further strengthen its scientific rigour, but overall, the study meets standard research quality expectations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, with many from 2023–2025, showing good currency and relevance. To strengthen the literature base, the author could consider adding a few more international studies on innovative pedagogy and learner-centred instruction from 2022–2024, such as works on digital learning integration or blended pedagogy in secondary education. Overall, the reference list is solid and supports the study well.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication, but a few minor grammatical and stylistic issues can be refined to enhance professionalism and readability. Below are examples drawn directly from the manuscript:

1. Punctuation and citation style:
Original: “According to Kim (2023)., Social Studies pedagogy involves designing instructional experiences…”
Issue: Misplaced period before the comma.
Correction: “According to Kim (2023), Social Studies pedagogy involves designing instructional experiences…”

2. Subject–verb agreement:
Original: “These findings seems to underscore the need for Social Studies educators…”
Issue: “Findings” is plural, so the verb should be “seem.”
Correction: “These findings seem to underscore the need for Social Studies educators…”

3. Comma usage for readability:
Original: “Traditional teacher-centered methods such as lecture and dictation may fall short in cultivating critical thinking…”
Issue: Missing commas around the phrase “such as lecture and dictation.”
Correction: “Traditional teacher-centered methods, such as lecture and dictation, may fall short in cultivating critical thinking…”

4. Redundancy:
Original: “The study was guided by three research questions and three hypotheses and employed a descriptive survey research design.”
Issue: Repetition of the word “research.”
Correction: “The study was guided by three research questions and hypotheses and employed a descriptive survey design.”

5. Inconsistent hyphenation:
Issue: The manuscript alternates between “teacher centered” and “teacher-centered.”
Correction: Use “teacher-centered” and “learner-centered” consistently throughout.

6. Overly long sentences:
Original: “Ensuring that teachers are equipped with the knowledge and resources to implement these student-centered strategies may be essential for improving academic performance and achieving educational objectives in Social Studies in Delta State and beyond.”
Correction: “Equipping teachers with the knowledge and resources to apply student-centered strategies is essential for improving academic performance and achieving learning goals in Social Studies.”

7. Inconsistent capitalization:
Original: The text uses both “Upper Basic” and “upper basic” inconsistently.
Correction: Use one consistent form, preferably “Upper Basic,” as it denotes a formal educational level.

Overall, the English is of good academic quality, and with these minor edits, the manuscript will meet a high standard for scholarly publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conceived and relevant study that addresses an important area in education—how teaching methods affect students’ learning outcomes in Social Studies. The manuscript is well-organized, supported by recent references, and clearly presents its findings. A few minor improvements in grammar, sentence clarity, and formatting would further enhance readability. Strengthening the discussion with a brief note on study limitations and implications for teacher training policy would also add value. Overall, it is a strong and publishable paper with only minor revisions needed.
The paper is well-organised, relevant, and backed by recent literature. The research design and analysis are appropriate, and the conclusions are consistent with the findings. Only minor grammatical edits, clearer justification of sampling choices, and slight tightening of the abstract and discussion are needed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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