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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 provides valuable insights into the relationship between students’ preferred learning styles (VARK) and their information processing patterns in the context of physics education. It addresses a relevant gap in the literature, especially within the junior high school level, where such studies are still limited. The findings contribute to improving pedagogical strategies by aligning instructional design with cognitive processing styles, which can enhance student engagement and academic performance. Furthermore, the study has potential implications for educators seeking to design differentiated and inclusive physics instruction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope and purpose of the study. It properly communicates the variables investigated and the target population.
	

	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 and includes the purpose, methods, key findings, and implications. However, it may be slightly condensed for better focus. The authors might consider emphasizing the statistical strength of the correlation (r = .71, p < .01) and the educational implications in one concise statement.
Suggestion: Add a concluding sentence that clearly states how the findings contribute to improving teaching practices in physics.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates logical consistency between objectives, methodology, and results. The use of a descriptive-correlational design and Pearson r analysis is appropriate for the stated objectives. The discussion effectively integrates relevant literature and provides interpretation consistent with statistical findings. However, the study could benefit from a clearer explanation of sampling procedures (e.g., justification for using complete enumeration) and possible limitations (e.g., generalizability and self-reported data).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and relevant, with most sources published between 2019–2025. They appropriately cover both international and local studies. However, the citation style should be checked for consistency, especially regarding capitalization and punctuation in APA or journal-required format.
	

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


	The English language is clear and readable, though minor grammatical refinements could improve fluency and conciseness (e.g., rephrasing long sentences in the discussion section). Overall, the paper meets the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The study makes a meaningful contribution to educational research, especially in aligning teaching strategies with students’ learning and cognitive styles.

  The authors are encouraged to add a short section on limitations and future directions to strengthen the research credibility.

  Tables and figures are informative and well-presented, though captions could be standardized (e.g., “Table 1. Distribution of Respondents” → “Table 1. Distribution of Respondents by School”).
Accept with minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Sumarlin, STIKOM Uyelindo, Indonesia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

