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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 (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 explores teaching strategies for multi-grade classrooms, where the study focuses on tasks for science learning. The study also encourages an interactive, student-centred approach in the classroom. The study conducted is in line with 21st-century trends.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable with the content, but “It’s”word is incorrect in this context; it should be “Its”

Suggestion: 

The Use of Task Cards in Science: Its Impact on the Academic Performance of Multigrade Pupils at Malabanig Elementary School
Or using more concise title: Evaluating the Impact of Task Cards on Multigrade Pupils’ Science Performance at Malabanig Elementary School
	

	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 objective and context of the research is clear. The abstract explains that the effectiveness of Task Cards in science classrooms at various grade levels is assessed by comparing pre-and post-test results. 
Suggestion: The author needs to improve the abstract writing style by improving grammar and making it more academic. Some duplication needs to be eliminated to make the content more concise.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The “Results and Discussion” section is well presented. However, the author is encouraged to relate the findings to those of previous studies to strengthen the interpretation of the result.
	

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

Authors need to review the references to ensure the correct formatting of the author's name, complete missing publication details (e.g., journal name, volume, issue, page, DOI). 
In addition, authors also need to refer to the latest journals between 2021 and 2025. 
Also improve the method of writing in-text citation by following the correct format.
	

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


	The language is suitable for academic writing, but little changes to the grammar could make it more transparent and easier to read.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is organized and informative; however, it requires minor adjustments concerning paper formatting, reference formatting, grammar and clarity in certain sections.
The author is advised to use "academic performance" instead of "performance" to provide more precise meaning, explicitly referring to students' results or scores in a particular subject.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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