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ROUND 1 

Reviewer A: Anonymous  

Recommendation: Accept Submission 

Please provide examples of students' HOTS in all the three levels in chemical equilibrium (add this in the result and 

discussion). 

No Reviewer Files  

Reviewer B: Anonymous 

Recommendation: Revisions Required 

In the introduction, please provide more rational (theoretical and empirical studies) to support the argument that game-

based learning is a potential support for boosting HOTS. Explain why a single design was employed; such a design is weak 

in experimental design. In the discussion, please provide examples of students’ HOTS ability in analyzing, evaluating, and 

creating thinking skills in chemical equilibrium. 
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Recommendation: Revisions Required 

Please refer to the comments on the manuscript for making revisions.  
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ANSWERS TO ROUND 2 

Reviewer A: Anonymous 

Recommendation: Accept Submission 

Thanks for your proper revision.  
No Reviewer Files 

Reviewer B: Anonymous 

Recommendation: Accept Submission 

I am happy with your revision. 
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