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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.

	The manuscript can be considered a significant for scientific community. It includes neural mechanisms involved in memory, process of storage, encoding and retrieval and helps understand memory impairment. Moreover it also includes. The manuscript also includes lifestyle factors and other strategies helpful in aiding memory function. Overall, the manuscript includes a balanced approach connecting the principles of psychology with neuroscience.
Use of ornamental languages should be avoided. The manuscript should be more focused on the working memory portion, aligning with the title. Moreover, more contents should be added for memory technique in education.
	

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

	No, it is not.

[bookmark: _9zqsv3detu1p]The manuscript is titled “Cognitive Foundations of Learning : A Review of Working Memory Technique in Education”. This manuscript is based on the psychological principles, but as per psychology, “Learning is any relatively permanent change in behaviour caused due to practice or experience”. The article does not focuses much on “learning”. Moreover the title suggests it to be focused much on working memory, but the manuscript contradicts that. So more information related to learning should be added.
[bookmark: _wdt0xdktxyoo]Either, the term “working memory” should be removed from the article or the manuscript should be more focused on working memory
Suggested title could be : “Understanding and enhancing memory : A comprehensive review on academic implications
	

	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. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and most of them are recent. However not every single reference follow APA-7 guideline.
	

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

	There needs to be improvement in language. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, Title should be reframed accordingly. Suggestions should be incorporated.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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