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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 important to the scientific community as it questions the assumed link between learning styles and performance, encouraging a fresh look at how teaching methods can better support student learning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Learning Styles and Academic Performance of Elementary Pupils in William Joyce Sr. Elementary School" is clear and relevant, but it could be made more engaging and specific. A more suitable title might be:

"Exploring the Link Between Learning Styles and Academic Performance: A Study of Intermediate Pupils at William Joyce Sr. Elementary School."

This revised title adds a sense of inquiry and highlights the focus on intermediate pupils, making it more precise and appealing to readers.
	

	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.


	1. The abstract would be clearer if it began with a direct statement of the study’s purpose.

    For example: “This study aimed to examine the relationship between learning style preferences and academic performance among intermediate pupils.”
2. The abstract should end with a stronger takeaway that highlights the study’s significance.

    For example: “The study found no significant relationship between learning style preferences and academic performance, suggesting other factors may influence achievement.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, using appropriate research methods, valid tools, and suitable analysis to support its conclusions.  However, minor improvements can be made in the clarity of the abstract and presentation of findings to enhance readability and impact. For example;
1. The abstract could be simplified for clarity. For example, it could start with:

“This study aimed to examine the relationship between learning style preferences and academic performance among intermediate pupils.”

2. The findings should be presented more smoothly, such as:

“Results showed that visual learning was the most preferred style, and the average academic performance was ‘approaching proficiency’ with a grand mean of 80.95.”

3. The conclusion currently mixes findings and interpretations, which can be confusing. It would be better to separate the findings into their own section and then provide a concise conclusion.

4. There is a redundancy in the opening sentence of the conclusion:

“The following conclusions were the following” should be revised to something clearer like:

“Based on the findings and statistical results, the study concludes that…”

5. Typing errors must be given attention as the manuscript contains some mistakes that affect readability and professionalism.
6. The objectives section could be rewritten more clearly and concisely. Instead of listing them in a fragmented way, it could begin with: "The study aimed to..." followed by clearer points, such as:

· To identify the preferred learning styles of elementary pupils (visual, auditory, kinaesthetic)

· To assess their level of academic performance

· To find out if there is a significant difference in academic performance based on their preferred learning styles

This format is more concise, readable, and aligned with academic writing norms.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited are sufficient. The author has included a balanced range of sources from 1983 to 2023. He / She may also consider adding the following recent works to strengthen the Literature base. 
1. Erviana, V. Y., & Fajaruddin, S. (2023). Exploring diverse learning styles in elementary schools: A study on student preferences. International Journal of Education and Learning, 5(2), 124–131.

https://pubs2.ascee.org/index.php/ijele/article/view/1241  

2. Clavido, G. (2024). Teaching styles and pupils’ learning styles: their relationship with pupils’ academic performance. Sprin Journal of Arts, Humanities and Social Sciences, 3(2), 11-15.

https://doi.org/10.55559/sjahss.v3i2.221
	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable, but it requires improvement for scholarly communication. Some sentences are wordy, awkwardly constructed, or contain grammatical errors and redundancies. For example, phrases like “the following conclusions were the following” and inconsistent verb usage affect the clarity and flow of the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Clarifying the writing, refining the structure of sections (objectives, findings, conclusion), and ensuring proper formatting will enhance the overall quality.
2. Overall, with  revisions, the manuscript has the potential to contribute meaningfully to educational research.
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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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