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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 contributes context-specific evidence on how intermediate phase learners understand and experience critical thinking in classroom settings, using learner interviews and a teacher focus group. The focus on learner perceptions, rather than only teacher reports or assessment outcomes, is valuable because it highlights how learners themselves conceptualize critical thinking, such as questioning ideas and avoiding simple copying. The findings also identify practical barriers to teaching critical thinking, including time constraints, large class sizes, and limited resources, which are relevant for both classroom practice and policy considerations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is generally appropriate because it reflects the topic, participants, and context of the study. However, it is very long and would benefit from being shortened for clarity and readability. In addition, the use of the term “Intersen Phase” should be standardized throughout the manuscript, as other sections refer to “Intermediate Phase” and “senior and intermediate phase.”
Suggested alternative titles include:
· Intermediate Phase Learners’ Perceptions of Critical Thinking in a Limpopo Primary School: A Qualitative Case Study

· How Primary School Learners Understand Critical Thinking: Evidence From the Makhutswe Circuit, Limpopo

	

	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 includes the study aim, research approach, participants, sampling method, data collection, and analysis, which is a strength. However, it should be improved by briefly summarizing the main findings or themes so readers can clearly see the study’s contribution. There is also an inconsistency between the abstract and the methodology section regarding the type of data analysis used; the abstract refers to narrative analysis, while the methods section describes thematic analysis. This should be aligned throughout the manuscript. Additionally, some theoretical statements in the abstract are unclear and could be simplified using more widely accepted definitions of critical thinking.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the qualitative approach is appropriate for exploring learners’ perceptions of critical thinking. The use of interviews and a focus group aligns well with the research purpose. However, several issues should be addressed to improve scientific rigor. First, there is inconsistency in describing the data analysis method, which must be corrected. Second, the description of the participant group is unclear, particularly regarding which school phases were included. Third, the methods section needs more detail about the interview procedures, duration, sample questions, language used, and steps taken to ensure trustworthiness, such as member checking or peer review. Finally, the results section would be strengthened by clearly labeling themes and subthemes and explaining how these themes were derived from the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a substantial number of references, including several recent sources. However, some references are relatively old and may need to be updated depending on the journal’s requirements. It is also important to ensure that all in-text citations appear in the reference list and that all references listed are cited in the text.
	

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

	The manuscript is generally understandable, but it requires editing for grammar, clarity, and academic tone. There are instances of awkward phrasing, repetition, and inconsistent terminology. A thorough language edit is recommended, along with consistent use of phase terminology throughout the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The study addresses a relevant topic and uses an appropriate qualitative approach. However, significant revisions are needed to resolve methodological inconsistencies, improve clarity, and strengthen the rigor of the analysis and reporting.
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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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