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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 adds to the empirical evidence validating a model regarding the mediating role of teacher’s competence in the relationship between student learning styles and academic achievement. It shows how learning styles affect performance through effective teaching. The findings underscore the teacher’s competence in affecting diverse learning preferences, thereby strengthening the theoretical link between pedagogy and learning styles in the literature. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and reflects the key variables of the study.
	

	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.


	Several points can be corrected to improve the academic publication standards in the abstract:
1. Bring the name of the schools (details) in the method section. 
2. Include the name of the original instrument with date 

3. Bring the key findings in the abstract. 

4. Begin the abstract with a sentence which is related to the relationship between the variables.

5. Check the word limit! 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct but structurally unsound unless it follows the journal’s authors’ guidelines.

A scientific article follows these steps: 1) introduction (background information, gap, and significance of the study), 2) Literature Review (definition of the variables followed by the relevant literature), 3) method (participants, instruments, data collection and analysis procedures), 4) results (correlation and statistical analytics in tables for study hypotheses and figures (if necessary)), 5) discussion 6) conclusion (conclusion, implication and future suggestions)  
Word limit in literature review section!

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not fully based on APA style. 

1. Is this an article? Where is it published? (e.g., Absin, M. A. P., Caorong, I. R., Cubero, L. M. L., Eslit, S., & Abad, G. R. (2021). Learning styles and academic performance among Bachelor of Science in Nursing. 4 (01).)
2. Journal names should be italicized. 

3. Spacing should be checked. (e.g., Carlton,   E.   S.  (2024).)
4. If this a chapter from a book, bring the authors of the chapter. (e.g., Gaskin,  J.,  Ogbeibu,  S.,  &  Lowry,  P.  B.  (2023).  Demystifying  prediction  in  mediation research and the use of specific indirect effects and indirect effect sizes. In Partial least   squares   path   modeling:   Basic   concepts,   methodological   issues   and applications (pp. 209-228). Cham: Springer International Publishing.)

5. Titles must follow the same APA format. The first letter should be capitalized! (e.g., Husain, S., Ali, M. A., Saifi, M. A., Habib, S., & Khan, M. A. (2023). Teachers' Readiness and Usage of Online Teaching Practices in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia: An Empirical Investigation. Journal of Education and e-Learning Research, 10(4), 855-867.)


	

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


	It requires significant revision to meet the standards of an academic writing style.
1. Grammatical errors: (e.g., The science performance also was resulted as very satisfactory (incorrect passive voice. INSTEAD use rated!; The findings for teachers’ teaching competence were similarly high. INSTEAD use was found to be high.)
Pay attention to the verb tenses and usage of articles. 

2. Informal terminology: (e.g., This result was also coincide and anchored in the study..." (Informal and unidiomatic. INSTEAD use  aligns with...)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There is an explicit mention of ethical statements such as informed consent or confidentiality in the method section.
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