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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 indeed essential:

1) It benefits stakeholders such as curriculum developers, students in improving intelligence, elementary school administrators, and especially students' interest in learning.

2) It introduces mnemonic methods into learning. It could also become a hidden curriculum.

3) It aligns theory development (such as dual coding theory and fifth-grade learners) with mnemonic principles.

4) It promotes a diversity of methods in mathematics learning and memorization.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	IMPROVING SCIENCE ACHIEVEMENT THROUGH THE KEYWORD MNEMONIC METHOD IN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STUDENTS
Note: For fifth-grade students, the term "students" has been changed to "elementary school students."
	

	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.


	Received
The "Abstract" section represents the objectives, methods, results, and implementation of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript has outlined scientific principles. Scientific manuscripts typically contain the problem and methods used to arrive at recommendations.

However, further development is needed, for example, in the "Introduction" section, to ensure:

1) The reasons for choosing this for the 5th-grade elementary school.

2) The background to choosing the mnemonic, its strengths, and its appropriateness for testing with 5th-grade students.

3) Its correlation with curriculum planning and development.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and up-to-date. It remains to add references to previous research on the MNEMONIC KEYWORD METHOD to highlight the strengths of the current study.

References might include the following:
1) Jieheerah Yun (2023). The counter-monument as mnemonic device: The case of the Statues of Peace in South Korea. https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1177/17506980231155577
2) Tal Slemrod, Sarah Howorth,  Elizabeth West (2022). A Comparison of Science Vocabulary Acquisition Using Keyword Mnemonics via Technology and Flash Cards. https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1177/01626434221100729
	

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


	The language/English quality of this article is suitable for scientific writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) To strengthen this manuscript, the author needs to provide a more detailed rationale for choosing the Mnemonic keyword method.

2) In the "Conclusion" section, the author needs to provide an explanation of the proper use of theory, as defined in the keywords, based on the data processing results, and seek common ground with dual coding theory. This way, this study can confirm that Mnemonic aligns with the preferences of dual coding theory.

3) The recommendation section should encourage researchers to incorporate practical implementations into their teaching methods for students, drawing on the results/opinions of previous researchers, thus clearly demonstrating the advantages of Mnemonic.

4) The variables of science performance and dual coding theory are also not mentioned at all in the conclusion or recommendations. This conclusion is necessary to demonstrate their influence on improving science performance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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