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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 article makes a significant contribution to scientific literature by offering firm empirical endorsement of the application of multisensory strategies to learning in the early years classroom. It connects theoretical frameworks (Piaget, Bruner, Vygotsky) with classroom practice, presenting a very structured action research methodology. The findings of this study for inclusive pedagogic models, particularly for learners with diverse learning patterns or challenges such as dyslexia, are extremely significant. In addition, the text maintains differentiated and sustainable instruction in literacy instruction that is increasingly relevant in more diverse classrooms globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and methodology of the article. No changes suggested.
	

	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 clearly written and gives a concise overview of the purpose, method, findings, and importance of the study. It would be strengthened by including a brief statement regarding the sample size and methodology employed (e.g., "forty-five students, action research") in the spirit of completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design—an action research paradigm with a quantitative focus—is appropriate for the objectives of the study. The sampling plan is described and justified adequately, and the intervention is duly designed, allowing fair comparison of the traditional and multisensory approach to instruction. The data gathering tools and procedure are reasonably aligned with the research questions, and the statistical analysis, although simple, communicates the differences in students' performance adequately.

The findings are clearly explained and well substantiated both by the data gathered and the literature available. The discussion connects empirical findings to educational theory, drawing particularly on Piaget, Vygotsky, and Bruner, and hence the study has a firm theoretical underpinning. The report also presents a critical evaluation of its own weaknesses—e.g., the influence of previous experience of traditional approaches and the modest sample size—demonstrating an understanding of the intricacies of educational research.

In general, the manuscript demonstrates methodological rigor, coherence between aims and outcomes, and critical reflection suitable to substantiate its conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are current and pertinent. The paper easily integrates recent and classic works of the discipline that are still on the cutting edge. In my view, no further references are required.
	

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

	The language use demonstrated throughout the manuscript is generally clear, scholarly, and appropriate for academic publication. The ideas are logically organized, and key terms are accurately defined, strengthening both the manuscript's general readability and cohesion. The writing maintains an objective and formal tone, in accordance with traditional academic standards.

However, some minor changes are proposed to ensure clarity and flow. These include:

Grammatical mistakes (like subject-verb agreement, use of articles, and sentence structure in certain places).

Consistency in citation style (there are different punctuation and date placements used in a few of the references; APA or journal style would be nice to adhere to).

Enhanced transitions between certain paragraphs to enable smoother movement of ideas, especially in the literature review.

Typographic corrections, such as punctuation spacing and capitalization (e.g., after colons or in subheadings). The issues above do not hinder comprehension; nevertheless, correcting them would enhance the overall professionalism and presentation of the manuscript. A sound language edit or some proofreading is recommended to be carried out prior to publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	· The paper would gain from enhanced formatting of the tables and figures, for example, where Table 1 is grouped with Figures 1 and 2.
· Consider incorporating long-term consequences for classroom practice in the conclusion.
· Clarify in the "Ethical Considerations" section that parents gave informed consent, which appears to have been mentioned elsewhere.
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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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