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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 study makes a significant contribution to understanding the study behavior of intermediate pupils in William Joyce Sr. Elementary School. The findings are useful for teachers, school principals, and curriculum planners in designing more appropriate learning approaches tailored to students’ strategies, behaviors, and academic achievements. Moreover, the study enriches the discourse on differences in study behavior based on gender and may serve as a foundation for future research involving broader variables or different educational levels. Nevertheless, it is recommended that the research include a clearer gap analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, 'Study Behavior of Intermediate Pupils in William Joyce Sr. Elementary School,' already reflects the content of the study
	

	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 includes the objectives, methods, and main findings; however, several improvements are needed, such as avoiding unnecessary repetition of information and clearly explaining the implications of the research findings for educational practice.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodologically, the study appropriately uses a descriptive-comparative design; however, there are several important notes:

· A clearer explanation is needed regarding the indicators of study behavior. It is recommended to include an instrument blueprint (table of specifications) to show how the indicators align with the questionnaire items.

· The questionnaire is stated to be validated, but the type of validation used is not specified. Please indicate whether it was content validity, construct validity, or another form, and present the validation results.

· Re-examine the Likert scale used in the questionnaire; ensure it is clearly defined and logically consistent with the objectives and interpretation of the data.

· The sampling methodology needs to be explained in more detail. What sampling technique was used? Which formula was applied for sample size determination? Also, the reported total sample size appears inconsistent (42 + 34 + 42 = 80 is incorrect).

· There is a mistake in the description of the number of respondents in the demographic profile based on age—this needs to be corrected.

· The data analysis techniques need to be clearly stated. Please specify which statistical tools or procedures were used to analyze each research question.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are good, as they are numerous and varied, covering both local and international sources. However, the formatting needs to be revised according to APA style, as many references are not yet properly written."


	

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


	1. Overall, the use of English in the manuscript requires substantial improvement, as there are numerous grammar errors.
2. There is also inconsistent use of academic terminology, such as “moderate level,” “positive behavior,” or “study behavior sometimes experienced by pupils,” which should be explained more clearly and used consistently. For instance, what are the indicators of “positive behavior” in the context of this study? If a scale is used, each category (e.g., high, moderate, low) should be clearly defined and consistently applied.
3. Consistency in using abbreviations is important—such as William Joyce Sr. Elementary School (WJSES) and school year (S.Y.)—to ensure clarity and professionalism throughout the manuscript

	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The research objective related to respondents’ demographics is better removed, as it should be part of the sampling discussion rather than a primary research aim.

2. Although it is stated that there is no significant difference based on gender, the discussion on the implications of this finding is very limited. It is recommended to include further analysis, such as whether the distribution of scores between genders shows any noticeable patterns even if not statistically significant. Additionally, the results of assumption tests prior to conducting ANOVA (e.g., normality and homogeneity of variance) should be presented.

3. The article does not mention any research limitations. In fact, several should be acknowledged, such as: the scope being limited to one school, a small number of respondents, reliance on self-reported data, and the absence of data triangulation. Including a limitations section would enhance the academic credibility of the manuscript and provide a foundation for future studies.

4. The recommendations section remains too general and normative. It is advised to be more specific—for example, by suggesting how teachers can apply appropriate learning strategies based on the study’s findings, or by recommending specific forms of professional development for teachers to improve student study behavior.
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