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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 investigates the effectiveness of the application of a significant pedagogical strategy, Experiential Learning. It proves that this approach is beneficial to students’ learning outcome and offers enjoyable learning experience to secondary students. This provides strong evidence for secondary schools to actively promote EL in teaching social science subjects. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title may be a little too unclear. The author can consider include elements like the design of the study and the context in the title to make the title more specific and focused. For example: Experiential learning in the Indian secondary school geography classroom: a quasi-experimental study on the effectiveness
	

	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 consisted of essential information of the manuscript. However, it would be more helpful for reader to read more detailed descriptions of results. For example, how significant improvement in achievement was and what scale students’ reactions are in. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	My major concern is the methodology. In order to achieve the two objectives proposed in the manuscript, the author mainly relies on the achievement test and reaction scale. However, the manuscript does not explain how the test and scale are developed and what are the exact items. This could significantly lower the soundness of the study. Moreover, results include the analysis of qualitative responses, but it is not clear how this data was collected and analysed. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the manuscript effectively draws on recent studies to support EL as a significant pedagogical strategy, the literature review would benefit from a more critical appraisal of the existing research. In particular, discussing the reported limitations, challenges, or contextual constraints of EL would provide a more balanced and rigorous foundation for the study. In terms of Kolb’s learning theory, the author can explain further about how activities like nature walk, role play, group presentations align with Kolb’s model and how these activities are researched in other related studies.
	

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


	In general, the language is academic and formal. However, some minor mistakes can be avoided, such as the use of whereas, the lack of full stop in some sentences, and inappropriate capitalization (e.g., p22, Exploration, Creativity). Additionally, some paragraphs can be divided to ensure that each paragraph has one central idea, such as the first paragraph in the Method section. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) The introduction section can be re-structured to strengthen the clarity of the paper. In scientific journals, it would not be customary to list information such as rationale of the study, objective, hypothesis, research question and so on as sub-sections. 
2) In the method section, the author gave us comprehensive information on the procedure. This section can be enhanced further by adding more information about the design of achievement test. For example, what are the specific items and how each item is developed guided by bloom taxonomy and Kolb’s theory. Moreover, the author can explain how this test measures the effectiveness of EL activities, considering the achievement test result is one of the main data sources. 
3) There are similar issues in the implication section. Instead of listing ideas, the author can try to synthesize the information into paragraphs. In this section, the author can also include future directions other researchers can continue pursuing. 
4) In the discussion section, the author connected the results to many recent and relevant studies. However, it mainly focuses results that align with existing research. Considering the contextual differences with other research, the author can discuss how the findings are inconsistent to some research in some aspects and offer explanations. 
5) The entire manuscript should be formatted in APA style.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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