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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 makes a meaningful contribution to educational research by providing empirical evidence on the comparative effectiveness of two constructivist-based instructional strategies—Conceptual Change Instruction and Guided Reading Instruction—in Government education at the secondary school level. It addresses a clear research gap in Nigerian education literature by directly comparing these approaches within a quasi-experimental framework. The findings advance understanding of how learner-centered pedagogies can improve both cognitive and affective learning outcomes in social science subjects. Additionally, the study offers practical implications for curriculum development, teacher training, and instructional reform in similar educational contexts.
	

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

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content, methodology, and focus of the study, including the instructional strategies, subject area, target population, and geographical context.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the purpose, methodology, sample size, instruments, data analysis techniques, key findings, and implications of the study. However, the abstract could be further strengthened by briefly stating the effect sizes or explicitly highlighting the attitudinal outcomes alongside achievement to emphasize the dual focus of the research.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, sampling procedures, instrumentation, data collection methods, and statistical analyses are appropriate and clearly described. The use of ANCOVA to control for pretest differences is methodologically justified, and the interpretation of results aligns with the data presented. Overall, the study adheres to acceptable standards of rigor in educational research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient, relevant, and recent, with several sources published within the last five years. They adequately support the theoretical framework, methodology, and discussion. Minor improvement could be made by including more recent studies (2024–2025) specifically related to conceptual change instruction in social sciences or civic education to further strengthen the literature base.
	

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

	The language of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The ideas are clearly expressed, and academic terminology is appropriately used. However, minor grammatical errors, occasional awkward phrasing, and typographical issues are present. A careful copyediting or professional language review would improve clarity, coherence, and overall readability.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well-organized and logically structured, with a clear alignment between objectives, research questions, hypotheses, and findings. The discussion effectively links the results to existing literature and theoretical perspectives. Strengthening the limitations section and suggesting directions for future research would further enhance the scholarly value of the paper.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The study involved standard educational practices, used anonymized data, and followed acceptable research procedures for school-based research.


	





Reviewer details:

Xerxes M. Budomo, Western Governors University, USA


Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)
