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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 manuscript focuses on an important aspect of science education by examining how Grade 10 students think and reason while conducting a well-known physics experiment. Understanding students’ reasoning during laboratory activities helps improve inquiry-based and model-based teaching. The study is particularly valuable because it focuses on secondary-level students and offers useful insights for improving science curriculum design and laboratory teaching practices.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly shows what the study is about, which students it focuses on, and which physics topic is being studied. It accurately represents the content of the manuscript, so no major changes to the title are needed.


	

	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 clearly explains the aim, context, and main findings of the study. It also describes the focus on students’ thinking patterns and the use of a pendulum experiment. If the research method used and the basis for identifying thinking patterns is briefly mentioned, the abstract would be clearer. Adding one or two lines about the educational implications would make the abstract stronger.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the physics ideas related to pendulum motion are explained correctly. The theoretical background is well supported by earlier research. The interpretation of students’ responses follows commonly accepted approaches in science education. If some details of the research method are explained more clearly, understanding would improve. Overall, no major scientific errors were found.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the study are appropriate and related to the topic. The manuscript makes good use of both earlier and recent research in science education. If a few more recent studies on secondary-level physics laboratories or students’ thinking in Asian contexts are added, this section would become stronger.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is clear and suitable for academic writing. The content is well organized and uses appropriate words. If small grammar mistakes are corrected, repeated points are reduced, and some long sentences are shortened, the paper will be easier to read.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well prepared and makes a useful contribution to physics education research. It effectively connects theory with real classroom data. With a few small improvements in clarity, brevity, and explanation of the research method, the paper can become even more valuable to the research literature.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No serious ethical problems were found in the study.
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