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	Comments/suggestions for revision from the reviewers
	Authors’ revision or response

	1. Title of Paper
	
	

	Reviewer A
	Does the title of the paper clearly reflect its contents and is the title sufficiently succinct?

I believe that the word “insight” is downplaying the scope of the paper.
The title should reflect that this is a case study.
	The title is revised based on the input from the reviewer to show clearer design of research which is particularly focused on a case study. Therefore, the words “Insights from” written in the title of the article are omitted and they are then changed by “A Case Study of”, so that the final version of the title will be:

Promoting Students’ Critical Speaking Skill through Plus-Minus-Interesting (PMI) Strategies: A Case Study of Indonesian Junior High Schools



	Reviewer B
	Does the title of the paper clearly reflect its contents and is the title sufficiently succinct?

The title is ok.
	According to Reviewer B, it is O.K.

	2. Abstract
	
	

	Reviewer A
	Is the abstract reflective of the content of the paper?
The abstract appears complete.
	According to Reviewer A, it’s complete.

	Reviewer B
	Is the abstract reflective of the content of the paper?

Just need some editing in terms of grammar.
	Some grammatical problems have been fixed, i.e. the use of past verbs, such as empowered, categorised, analysed, executed, performed; 

	3. Relevance and organization of manuscript
	
	

	Reviewer A
	Is the manuscript relevant and provides new/interesting insights?
Is the manuscript well organized?

Please do not separate the literature review from the introduction. They should be merged and complement each other for a smoother flow until the research gap. With that said, there may be a need to chop a big chunk of information in the Literature Review.
	The introduction is revised through making major re-organisation of the ideas as they are viewed from the paragraphs of the introduction sections. The revised version of the manuscript in the introduction section has been arranged in such a way that the literature review is not separated from the introduction itself.
Most parts of paragraphs in the introduction section have been revised through considering the flow of the ideas from one paragraph to another to come up with a research gap (novelty) of the research which is written in the last paragraph of the introduction section. 

	Reviewer B
	Is the manuscript relevant and provides new/interesting insights?

Is the manuscript well organized?

This article needs a major re-organization of discussion.
	Major re-organisation of the article is made in the introduction section, the data analysis in the methodological section, re-organisation of the presentation of findings by putting the last table (formerly Table 4 into Table 1 in the revised version, and make some necessary arrangement for the other three tables into Table 2, Table 3, and Table 4) through considering the thematic analysis (TA) suggested by i.e. Braun & Clarke, 2006, 2012, 2014; Clarke & Braun, 2013; 2018; Kiger & Varpio, 2020; Maguire & Delahunt, 2017; and Walsh et al., 2019.  Three central themes were found to be the findings of the research, including the teachers’ strategies to promote students’ critical speaking skill (CSS); teachers’ techniques in building the students’ critical thinking (CT); and constraints faced by teachers and students in the implementation of PMI strategies.

	4. Introduction
	
	

	Reviewer A
	Does the introduction lay out the field being investigated well? Are the works cited relevant and new?
The sources in the introduction were current but several from the Literature Review seems a little outdated. Which brings back my suggestion that there will be some information in the Literature Review that needs to be taken out.
	Many new theories of Plus Minus Interesting (PMI) and critical thinking skills are referred to improve the quality of the introduction section:
(1) Plus-minus-interesting (PMI), (i.e. De Bono, 1992; Hasibuan & Samosir, 2017; Mirawati & Amri, 2013; Nikijuluw & Puspitasari, 2018; Sanpatchayapong (2013); Sharma, Priyamvada, & Chetna (2020);

(2) Critical thinking skill (CTS), i.e. Akatsuka, 2019; Almalki, 2019; Changwong et al., 2018; Garcia-Corral et al., 2020; Harizaj & Hajrulla, 2017; Hidayat et al., 2020; Idek & Othman, 2019; Kivunja, 2015; Kulamikhina et al., 2020; Pelenkahu, 2017; Ramezani et al., 2016; Sellars et al., 2018; Setyarini, 2017, 2018, 2020; Tuzlukova et al., 2017; Warliati et al., 2019; Wilson, 2016);



	Reviewer B
	Does the introduction lay out the field being investigated well? Are the works cited relevant and new?

The introduction should be arranged in a more comprehensible sequence of events. 

A clear picture of the research situation should also be given so that readers can understand the terms used in this study.
	The introduction section has been re-organised to explain clearer ideas to flow in more comprehensible sequences. These can be seen from the paragraphs written in the introduction section which are mostly re-written through considering the ideas of critical thinking skills and the importance of PMI to be implemented to provide the students with an innovative strategy to promote the students’ critical thinking skills (CTSs). 


	5. Problem Statement and Research Objective
	
	

	Reviewer A
	Is the problem/issue investigated well defined and tied down with background presented? Is the objective stated clearly?

The problem/issue investigated was well established.
	According to Reviewer A, it’s well established. 

	Reviewer B
	Is the problem/issue investigated well defined and tied down with background presented? Is the objective stated clearly?

Both were not clearly stated.
	The problems/issues of the investigation have been indicated, particularly, in the last three paragraphs of the introduction section, i.e. to prove the importance of critical thinking (CT) to be taught to students, the implementation of open-ended questions as one of the characteristics of the CT to stimulate the students to actively engage in classroom discussion through providing various perspectives in response to a particular topic by adapting PMI’s principles. 

	6. Literature Review
	
	

	Reviewer A
	Is it current and related to what is being studied?
Yes, but some sources may need to be updated.
	Many new references (36 references, in addition to the 34 references which are still used in the revised version of this article, they are mostly journal articles and some text books), have been updated to the manuscript with new ideas on the relevant topics:

(1) Plus-minus-interesting (PMI), (i.e. De Bono, 1992; Hasibuan & Samosir, 2017; Mirawati & Amri, 2013; Nikijuluw & Puspitasari, 2018; Sanpatchayapong (2013); Sharma, Priyamvada, & Chetna (2020);
(2) Critical thinking skill (CTS), i.e. Akatsuka, 2019; Almalki, 2019; Changwong et al., 2018; Garcia-Corral et al., 2020; Harizaj & Hajrulla, 2017; Hidayat et al., 2020; Idek & Othman, 2019; Kivunja, 2015; Kulamikhina et al., 2020; Pelenkahu, 2017; Ramezani et al., 2016; Sellars et al., 2018; Setyarini, 2017, 2018, 2020; Tuzlukova et al., 2017; Warliati et al., 2019; Wilson, 2016);
(3) Research methodology, i.e. Creswell, 2012; Gay et al., 2006; Hancock & Algozzine, 2006; Yin, 2018);

(4) Thematic analysis (TA) for the data analysis (i.e. Braun & Clarke, 2006, 2012, 2014; Clarke & Braun, 2013; 2018; Kiger & Varpio, 2020; Maguire & Delahunt, 2017; Walsh et al., 2019).


	Reviewer B
	Is it current and related to what is being studied?

Proper sequencing of the discussions of key terms would help readers comprehend better the message conveyed. 

The flow of the story should be smooth; need to build up a good review of literature for the article.
	Through the provision of new references in the topics of plus-minus-interesting (PMI), i.e. Plus-minus-interesting (PMI), i.e. De Bono, 1992; Hasibuan & Samosir, 2017; Mirawati & Amri, 2013; Nikijuluw & Puspitasari, 2018; Sanpatchayapong (2013); Sharma, Priyamvada, & Chetna (2020); 
In addition, the new references in the topics of critical thinking skills (CTSs), i.e. Critical thinking skill (CTS), i.e. Akatsuka, 2019; Almalki, 2019; Changwong et al., 2018; Garcia-Corral et al., 2020; Harizaj & Hajrulla, 2017; Hidayat et al., 2020; Idek & Othman, 2019; Kivunja, 2015; Kulamikhina et al., 2020; Pelenkahu, 2017; Ramezani et al., 2016; Sellars et al., 2018; Setyarini, 2017, 2018, 2020; Tuzlukova et al., 2017; Warliati et al., 2019; Wilson, 2016), the flow of the information provided both in the introduction section and in the discussion section which is integrated with the findings of the research. The revised version of the article is now very much clearer in terms of information and its flow of ideas which can be viewed from the organisation of paragraphs in the introduction section and in the results and discussion section. 

	7. Theoretical/ Conceptual Framework
	
	

	Reviewer A
	Is the need for the study laid out within a suitable framework?


	No comment from the reviewer A.

	Reviewer B
	Is the need for the study laid out within a suitable framework?
No. It was not clearly shown/explained.
	

	8. Design and Methodology
	
	

	Reviewer A
	Is the research design and methodology appropriate, well developed and clearly articulated?

	No comment from the reviewer A.

	Reviewer B
	Is the research design and methodology appropriate, well developed and clearly articulated?
The explanation of the methodology needs to be written. Many things are not clear and justified.

The whole section of the methodology needs to be reorganized according to the specified subtopics, i.e. research design, participants, instruments, procedures, and data analysis.
	Re-organisation of the methodology section has been made through considering some aspects, such as the order of the four sub-topics to be included in the methodology, i.e. research design, research site and participants, research instruments, and data analysis as suggested. The overall sub-topics under the section of methodology have been revised accordingly. Special revision has been made in the data analysis sub-section that the data were analysed using thematic analysis (TA) through both data-driven (inductive) approach, and theory-driven (deductive) approach as suggested by Braun & Clarke, 2006, 2012, 2014; Clarke & Braun, 2013; 2018; Kiger & Varpio, 2020; Maguire & Delahunt, 2017; and Walsh et al., 2019.       

	9. Data Collection and Analysis
	
	

	Reviewer A
	The data collected is analysed using appropriate procedure and the results stated clearly and effectively.

	No comment from the reviewer A.

	Reviewer B
	The data collected is analysed using appropriate procedure and the results stated clearly and effectively.

They were not clearly explained.
	Under the section of methodology, there are four sub-sections, i.e. research design, research site and participants, research instruments, and data analysis. Each of the sub-sections in the revised version of the article is now clearly and comprehensively explained.  The data analysis sub-section is now completed by the information of the analysis. The analysis is made based on the Thematic Analysis (TA) by, i.e. Braun & Clarke, 2006, 2012, 2014; Clarke & Braun, 2013; 2018; Kiger & Varpio, 2020; Maguire & Delahunt, 2017; Walsh et al., 2019. Through using these theories, the presentation of data is made based on central finding themes, i.e. the teachers’ strategies to promote students’ critical speaking skill (CSS); teachers’ techniques in building the students’ critical thinking (CT); and constraints faced by teachers and students in the implementation of PMI strategies.   

	10. Discussion and Interpretation
	
	

	Reviewer A
	There is a sound discussion and interpretation of results.

	According to Reviewer A, there is a sound discussion and interpretation of results. 

	Reviewer B
	There is a sound discussion and interpretation of results.

The findings were not explained and discussed properly.
	The findings are explained and discussed with some relevant theoretical frameworks related to the topics of PMI and critical thinking skill. These can be seen from the presentation of data findings which are made based on the tables presented in the results and discussion section. The presentation of data in each central theme is started from the description of data, it is then followed by the overall data presented in a table, and it is then ended by brief discussion in a form of a paragraph located under each of the tables.

	11. Conclusions
	
	

	Reviewer A
	The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the analysis/content. The original problem and the implications of the findings are addressed here also.
The conclusion is succinct.
	According to Reviewer A, the conclusion is succinct.

	Reviewer B
	The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the analysis/content. The original problem and the implications of the findings are addressed here also.

In the conclusion, the writer should summarize the findings and state their implications. There should not be any further discussion of the research procedures.
	The conclusion is revised based on the input from the reviewer that the key words indicating research procedures are omitted from the conclusion and some implications of the research are stated in the conclusion section. 

	12.Language Accuracy and Style
	
	

	Reviewer A
	Comment on the use of language.
There may be a need to review the use of prepositions.
	Reviews on the use of prepositions have been made to make sure that the ideas are shared clearly and easily understood by readers.

	Reviewer B
	Comment on the use of language.
However, there exist many weaknesses that impede the understanding of the content of this article.
There were many disconnected sentences in the paragraphs. Hence, the flow of the discussion was problematic. There was a lack of coherence between sentences and paragraphs; ideas were not linked to show a relationship. At times, it was difficult to figure out what the message was as there were too many confusing sentences.

This whole article also has grammatical errors such as wrong word choice, problematic sentence structure, inappropriate sentence connectors/transition markers, etc.
	Some significant issues related to sentence disconnection within paragraphs, flow of ideas presented in one paragraph to another, confusing sentences, grammatical errors, words choices and transition markers have been revised accordingly. This is to make sure that the flow of ideas from one paragraph to another is presented in more smooth ways so that readers can find it much easier to understand the content of the revised version of the article. 
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