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Review Form 3 
 
PART 1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’ in the m 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 generally has a well-organized structure and includes essential elements of a 
scientific article. The manuscript addresses an important topic about creative thinking and 
collaboration skills, which is highly relevant to 21st-century education needs. The study provides 
insights into the relationship between creative thinking, collaboration, and learning outcomes, 
particularly within the context of Islamic integrated schools. 

 

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

The title is specific but could be more engaging. Consider adding elements that highlight its 
benefits or practical 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 provides a good summary but should be more concise (max. 250 words) and clearly 
structured into 
background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusion. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.  
• The background information is detailed but occasionally repetitive. Try summarizing the 
discussion on the importance of creative thinking and collaboration skills. 
• The theoretical and literature explanations are supportive but could be condensed to focus on 
their relevance to this research. 
• The methodology is well-described, but the rationale for choosing a quantitative descriptive 
approach should be explained. 
• The sample size (100 students) is mentioned, but you should justify its representativeness for the 
population. 
• Further details about the test format (e.g., Likert scale or others) and the reliability of the 
instruments would strengthen this section. 
 
• The results are well-presented, but tables (like Table 1) lack a narrative connecting the numbers 
to the study's context. Strengthen the interpretation of the data. 
 
• The discussion doesn't sufficiently connect the findings to previous research. Highlight how this 
study's results support, challenge, or expand on earlier work. 
 
• The conclusion is solid but would benefit from adding more concrete practical implications for 
teachers or policymakers. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 

Some references appear to be from the year 2024, which might be a typographical error. Ensure 
accuracy for chronological consistency. 

 

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

 
• The article uses formal language effectively but includes some long and complex sentences. 
Consider breaking them into shorter sentences to improve readability. 
• Some terms (e.g., creativity, collaboration) could be explained further to aid readers less familiar 
with the concepts. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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