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	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	The authors have responded thoroughly to the first review, and the manuscript is substantially improved. The expanded Results and Discussion section, with richer participant voices and greater analytical depth, now provides a more balanced contribution. The addition of the AI disclaimer section demonstrates awareness of contemporary publication standards. The manuscript is close to publication readiness pending the minor corrections noted below:

(a) Section 4.3 is missing – the numbering jumps from 4.2 (Population) directly to 4.4 (Sampling). This should be corrected. 

(b) In Section 3.1, the term "Dysfunctional thinkers" appears incorrect in context – it should likely read "Critical thinkers" based on the sentence meaning: "Critical thinkers typically challenge and investigate assumptions, beliefs..." 

(c) Bandura (1986) is cited multiple times in the Introduction but does not appear in the reference list – this must be added. 

(d) The methodology section mentions both "Intermediate Phase" and "senior phase" learners interchangeably (e.g., in 4.2 and 4.4) – consistency is needed since the study focuses on Intermediate Phase (Grades 4-7).

(e) There was a problem using bullet points as separators, for example, in the last paragraph of 4.8 Data Analysis, for instance: "1) Data Familiarization The researcher/investigator". It should use a colon (:) to separate keywords, as in 1) Data Familiarization: The researcher/investigator.

(f)  If time permits, I recommend reviewing the grammar.
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