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	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 manuscript is highly significant for the scientific community as it deepens the understanding of inquiry-based learning in primary education. By investigating its influence on learner engagement, motivation, and overall educational experience, the study provides fresh empirical evidence that underscores the value of learner-centered approaches. The results not only enrich theoretical perspectives but also carry practical implications for curriculum innovation, teacher preparation, and educational policy development. In doing so, the work contributes to global discussions on effective pedagogy and offers a foundation for future comparative and cross-cultural research. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable for an academic manuscript—it is clear, relevant, and scholarly. 
	

	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 presents a clear and well-structured overview of the study; however, several areas could be strengthened to enhance its comprehensiveness. First, while the opening sentence is strong, it would benefit from briefly situating inquiry-based learning within the broader context of 21st-century skills, critical thinking, or global educational reforms to highlight its current relevance. Second, the methodology section notes the use of a mixed-methods design, but greater transparency could be achieved by specifying the sample size and participant demographics. Third, the results are promising, yet the abstract should clarify whether the reported improvements were statistically significant or observed qualitatively, thereby reinforcing the rigor of the findings. Finally, the conclusion could be sharpened, particularly its contribution to underexplored areas such as the effectiveness of inquiry-based learning in early primary education. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific soundness, with a well-structured research design that aligns closely with its stated objectives, methodology, and findings. Employing a mixed-methods approach is appropriate for examining learner engagement, motivation, and educational experiences, and the combination of questionnaire data with classroom observations enhances the credibility of the results. The conclusions are logically derived from the evidence, and the discussion effectively situates the outcomes within the broader discourse on inquiry-based learning in primary education. To further strengthen the study’s rigor, the authors could provide more detail regarding participant numbers, data analysis techniques, and potential limitations, thereby improving transparency and enabling readers to better evaluate the reliability and generalizability of the findings. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are generally sufficient and include both classic theorists (Piaget, Vygotsky) and recent studies (2023–2024). To strengthen the manuscript further, I recommend adding a few highly cited meta-analyses and systematic reviews that provide broader empirical grounding and global perspectives. Including more diverse sources from different educational contexts would also broaden the manuscript’s relevance and demonstrate the global applicability of the findings. 

	

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

	The manuscript demonstrates clarity and coherence, with terminology that is appropriate for scholarly discourse. The arguments are presented in a logical manner, and the abstract, methodology, and discussion sections are generally well-developed. Overall, the standard of English is suitable for academic publication. Minor refinements, such as improving sentence flow, avoiding redundancy, and maintaining consistency in tense and stylistic choices would further enhance readability and reinforce the professional tone of the work.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes a valuable contribution by exploring the role of inquiry-based learning in primary education and its impact on learner engagement, motivation, and conceptual understanding. The study is well-organized and offers meaningful insights for both theory and practice. To further strengthen the work, the authors could expand the contextual background to emphasize the global relevance of inquiry-based approaches, provide clearer methodological details such as participant numbers and data analysis techniques, and acknowledge limitations to enhance transparency. Refining the abstract and ensuring stylistic consistency across sections would also improve readability and scholarly impact. Overall, the manuscript is promising and has strong potential for publication with minor revisions. 
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