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	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 manuscript Contributes meaningfully to the growing body of research on active learning and collaborative pedagogies in science education. It's focused on a specific biological concept-chemical digestion- fills a noticeable gap in the literature where general inquiry based or collaborative learning is often discussed but rarely examined within our targeted biological subtopic. The use of a mixed methods action research design strengthens the practical relevance of the findings, offering educators concrete strategies to improve comprehension and engagement. The study provides context specific insights that can guide teachers, curriculum developers and policymakers in enhancing science instruction in lower secondary education.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable
	

	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 generally comprehensive, clearly presenting the study purpose, methodology, sample size, major quantitative findings, qualitative findings, qualitative insights, and conclusions. It effectively communicates the significance of group-based activities.
Suggested Improvements:

· The author may add the research design name directly for greater clarity.

· It can be mentioned that the study was conducted in Bhutan, as context helps readers.

· Minor redundancy can be reduced around survey outcomes by summarizing mean scores in a single sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, as research questions align with the objectives, intervention is clearly described, triangulation strengthens validity, statistical analysis is well reported.
Ares of improvement:

· The absence Offer control group limits causal inference- this should be acknowledged more explicitly in the discussion.

· Effect size calculation seems correct, but the manuscript should report the standard deviation of the different scores, not the common error.

· Author may clarify the reliability of the survey instrument. For example, Cronbach alpha.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references are strong but could benefit from two to three more recent works after year 2023.
	

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


	The English is understandable and largely suitable for scholarly communication. Occasional grammatical errors. An overly long sentence can be overcome. A light copy-editing pass is recommended to improve clarity and coherence.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers valuable insights into group-based learning and is well supported by mixed method findings. Minor improvements in language clarity, concise presentation of background information, and tighter integration of qualitative themes would enhance readability. Overall, the study is meaningful, contextual, relevant and suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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