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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 is a valuable step for the academic community, as it tests an innovative teaching method – namely, the use of “task cards” – in a multi-classroom setting, which is a common practice in rural schools. The study shows that the use of task cards not only improves students’ academic performance, but also makes the learning process more interesting, interactive, and self-directed. This study provides new directions for teaching strategies, and inspires other researchers and teachers to make technological changes to their learning processes. Therefore, this study can become a fundamental reference for expanding educational innovations and increasing student achievement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title of the article, " The Use of Task Cards in Science: It’s Impact on the Academic Performance of Multi-Grade Pupils in Malabanig Elementary School" is an appropriate and clear title, as it clarifies the main purpose of the research, the method (Task Cards), and the scope of the research (Multi-Grade Classes).
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is mostly comprehensive, as it covers the key components of a good academic abstract.

Yes, the abstract is solid, but to enhance it further, I recommend:

· Adding a one-line explanation of task cards.

· Specifying the results more precisely.

· Strengthening formal academic tone.

· Adding one sentence on future implications or broader educational impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its design and purpose but requires greater detail and clarity regarding statistical validation, intervention and procedure explanation, variable control, and ethical considerations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Your current reference list includes least sources, with most from the last decade, it is likely sufficient if you use more than 25 sources and updates.
	

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


	The article is understandable but not yet fully polished for international scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is good generally. However, the manuscript would benefit from:

· Enhanced statistical analysis with significance testing (e.g., t-tests and p-values),

· Improved language and grammar for scholarly clarity,

· A more detailed explanation of the intervention (task cards),

· Inclusion of recent and relevant references to strengthen the literature review,
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