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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.


	The area of the study captures the interests of many researchers as it deals with senior secondary students’ engagement in physics learning. This is very interesting and provides insights for the teachers and teacher educators. I like the way the article has been developed and the arguments have been provided, although some of the claims require further evidence, such as with evidence from the earlier studies and the theoretical instances.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is meaningful and convincing. However, the authors can improve it to reflect the research questions and intent 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive. Here are a few suggestions and hints regarding its improvement:

Can precisely mention the study context at the first and the contribution and implications of the study at the end.
Some of the keywords are already mentioned in the title – better not repeat them in the keywords again.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, they are appropriate. However, the introduction section can be made a little longer and much more comprehensive as it incorporates the literature review of the article as per the article that has been developed.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are sufficient in the discussion section. However, some references can be added (and cited) to the introduction, the methodology, and the discussion sections to justify the authenticity of the arguments.


	

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


	The article is scientifically robust and well-developed. It is well-written and detailed. It could further be improved if the researchers try to carefully edit and police the manuscript for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In addition to the above-mentioned comments, the authors can address the following concerns:

· Further clarify the last sentence of the abstract

· The first sentence of the introduction may require citation.

· Second paragraph-second sentence-issue of clarity, relative pronoun

· (Adegoke & Ajadi, 2016) Instead of (Adegoke & Ajadi 2016)- follow the citation format.

· Do not use contraction (don't) in an academic paper

· According to, in two consequent sentences may not help make the writing cohesive, coherent and academic- excessive use of according to...Follow other better academic alternatives...

· Table name- follow the format and guidelines of the journal.

· Authors can make the discussion more comprehensible. Discuss why that appeared in such a way and make a comparison with the literature.

· State the implications and limitations of the study and the contribution of your study.

· Follow APA format strictly in referencing, in spacing, and capitalisation-write book/article title in sentence case. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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