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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 offers a valuable contribution to educational research by exploring the implementation of Technology-Enhanced Active Learning (TEAL) in a secondary school science classroom in the Philippines—a context with limited prior research. Its focus on ecosystem understanding, student engagement, and the integration of digital tools reflects current pedagogical priorities. The findings can inform instructional design and encourage scalable innovations in STEM education in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and appropriately reflects the core elements of the research: target group (Grade 8), content area (ecosystems), and instructional approach (TEAL).
	

	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 comprehensive, outlining the study’s purpose, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, it can benefit from minor refinement for clarity and to highlight the sample size limitation.

Suggested revision:
“Although the sample size was limited to 10 students, findings revealed...”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It clearly presents a theoretical foundation, a robust quasi-experimental design, appropriate data analysis techniques (descriptive statistics, correlation, regression), and meaningful interpretation of results.

That said, the small sample size (n=10) and short intervention duration (2 weeks) should be acknowledged more critically in the limitations. Additionally, the repetition of one objective in Section 2 (Objectives) should be corrected.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The manuscript includes numerous references, many of which are recent (2020–2024), covering key domains such as TEAL, student engagement, and science education. However, the inclusion of more local or Southeast Asian studies would strengthen its contextual relevance.

Suggested addition:

· Domingo, M., & Gonzales, L. (2022). “Digital Learning in Southeast Asia: Localizing Global Practices.” Asia Pacific Education Review.


	

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


	The manuscript is well written and mostly free from major grammatical errors. Some minor edits are recommended for conciseness and clarity. For example:

· “...a student engagement survey and observation of class participation.” could be reworded as: “...a survey on student engagement and classroom observation.”


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is timely, well-organized, and relevant. The use of TEAL is effectively aligned with constructivist theory and supported by a solid review of literature. However, the following improvements are recommended:

· Avoid repetition of objectives (Section 2).

· Strengthen discussion on limitations and how they affect generalizability.

· Improve coherence in the Recommendations section by categorizing future research, teacher practice, and policy suggestions more distinctly.

This manuscript is suitable for minor revision. The research is original, scientifically sound, and relevant to the journal's scope. Suggested improvements pertain to clarity, objective consistency, and expanded discussion of limitations.
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