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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 offers meaningful perspectives on student achievement through an analysis of National Achievement Test (NAT) outcomes across five learning areas in public elementary schools within Buhangin East District. By uncovering subject-specific strengths and gaps, the study provides empirical evidence to guide focused interventions, curriculum development, and informed policy-making. The results also have broader implications for the scientific and educational community by revealing trends that could be applicable to comparable educational contexts, ultimately aiding in the improvement of basic education
quality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
The title is appropriate and effectively conveys the comparative nature of the study, the focus on NAT results, and the specific educational context within the Buhangin East District.
	

	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 already clear, informative, and well-structured. However, it can be refined slightly for conciseness, flow, and academic tone. Here’s a breakdown of suggested improvements:
1. Fix the overly long first sentence – you can break it into two for clarity and impact.
2. Consider the consistency in terminology – For example, "subjects" vs. "learning areas" – better to stay consistent.
3. Improve the grammar tweak – “elevate student achievement further” → “further elevate student achievement”
4. Please polish the conclusion – Make the implications and recommendations more direct and
academic.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The findings described in manuscripts are supported by data and align with accepted scientific principles.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references is generally sufficient, with a mix of local and international sources, theoretical and empirical works, and several recent publications (2020–2023). One older source may be replaced or supplemented: Print (1993) is quite dated. Unless it is essential for a specific curricular argument, consider
citing a more recent curriculum development reference.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language used in the manuscript is clear, coherent, and appropriate for scholarly communication."
	

	Optional/General comments
	The topic is relevant and timely, addressing important issues in the field of education. It presents original data and analysis that can inform educational policy and practice. The research design is appropriate and well-aligned with the study’s objectives. In the recommendation section, consider linking the results more directly to policy or practice ones.
	


Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


	PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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