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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 study makes a meaningful contribution by proposing an innovative didactic approach for teaching passion fruit juice preparation, effectively linking theory and practice in a contextualized way. The research shows that active pedagogical strategies can enhance student learning, strengthening both practical skills and the understanding of scientific and nutritional concepts. It also draws attention to contextual factors that shape outcomes, offering valuable insights for applying similar methods across different schools. Overall, the manuscript addresses current challenges in science education and provides useful guidance for improving teaching practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate and reflects the central content of the work. However, it could be more specific if it included the study design or the application context. This small adjustment would provide greater precision to the title.
	

	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 clear, objective, and adequately describes the quasi-experimental (pre/post) design and the mixed nature of the findings, linking pedagogical impact with teachers’ perceptions. However, Suggest specifying the data collection period, the inclusion/exclusion criteria, as well as the sample size. also recommend standardizing the writing (removing the space before the comma in “Goma ,” and ensuring consistency in terms such as “didactic engineering”). Overall, the abstract supports the relevance of the study and its implications, preserving its essence even without numerical metrics.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically coherent, but some methodological aspects require further detail, such as the justification of the sample size, the criteria used to assess representativeness and pedagogical stability, as well as the treatment of potential biases. The absence of this information may compromise the reproducibility of the study. Nevertheless, the data analysis is relevant and aligns well with the existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are consistent and cover important theoretical frameworks.

	

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

	The text in English is understandable, but in some sections the writing could be more concise and direct. There are minor grammatical and punctuation errors that do not hinder comprehension, but they could be corrected with a professional language review to meet the international standard of scientific publications.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, the manuscript is well structured and presents a relevant pedagogical innovation. However, recommend improving the balance between the theoretical and practical components, especially with regard to the chemical concepts that proved more difficult for students. Including a clearer discussion of the limitations of the study and potential directions for future research would also strengthen the work.


The manuscript is well organized and reads clearly. The topic is timely and relevant, and the methodological approach suits the research questions. suggest minor revisions, mainly to clarify a few methodological details and to fine-tune the balance between theoretical discussion and classroom practice. With these small adjustments, the paper will be even stronger.
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	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 details)
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