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	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.


	Thie study presents empirical insights into the challenges and learning strategies of senior high school students in Earth Science. It contributes to the scientific community by deepening understanding of factors that influence science learning at the secondary level. The findings offer evidence-based implications for instructional design and educational practice. I find this study relevant and timely.
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	Yes, it is, but there is a slight comment on why the chosen participants were mostly from the upperclass group, as stated: “the researchers also considered students who were doing well in their classes.” Kindly justify in your Population and Sample why they were chosen exclusively; not even one from the lower group (the not-so-performing students) was included. To make it sound more scientific, voices from both class groups should be entertained, welcomed, and analyzed for a holistic approach.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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I would like to know if the parents of these participants were asked for their consent. Remember, it is not enough to say that “ they are willing to participate in the interview and share their experiences.” For ethical review, since these students were minors, a written parental consent was non-negotiable. 
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