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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.


	This manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to science education research by examining secondary students’ scientific epistemology within a concrete and well established physics laboratory context. By focusing on how Grade 10 students validate the period of a pendulum, the study sheds light on students’ epistemic reasoning processes during experimental inquiry, an area that remains underexplored at the secondary level, particularly in the Philippine context. The findings provide valuable insights into how learners coordinate theory and evidence and how epistemic reasoning varies across experimental conditions. These insights are relevant for physics educators, curriculum designers, and researchers seeking to design laboratory instruction that promotes authentic scientific reasoning rather than procedural completion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear, precise, and accurately reflects the focus and scope of the study. It effectively communicates the key constructs of scientific epistemology, student level, and the specific experimental context. No alternative title is required.
	

	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 well structured. It clearly presents the research purpose, methodology, participants, analytical approach, key findings, and implications. The balance between methodological detail and findings is appropriate. No major additions or deletions are necessary. Minor refinement could include explicitly stating the educational context as a science high school to further clarify the study setting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design is appropriate for the stated objectives, and the qualitative methodology is well justified. Data collection and thematic analysis procedures are clearly described and aligned with established qualitative research standards. The interpretation of findings is grounded in relevant theoretical frameworks and supported by empirical evidence. The conclusions logically follow from the results and are consistent with the study objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and up to date. The manuscript draws on well established foundational literature as well as recent studies in science education, epistemic cognition, and laboratory learning. The citation practices are appropriate, and no essential references appear to be missing.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, coherent, and well organized. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements could improve readability, but these do not affect comprehension or scholarly value.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are identified. The manuscript clearly states that informed consent was obtained from parents or guardians, participant anonymity was ensured, and ethical standards for research involving minors were follow
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