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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 offers valuable empirical evidence regarding the implementation of NEP 2020 guidelines in a specific and often under-researched context: government-sponsored Bengali-medium schools. While the use of Augmented Reality (AR) is established globally, this study provides necessary data on its efficacy within resource-constrained environments in West Bengal. The findings support the feasibility of techno-pedagogy in bridging the gap for abstract biological concepts among socioeconomically disadvantaged groups.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the variables and the sample population.
	

	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 covers the essential methodological components. However, to increase its scientific value, I strongly suggest adding the specific statistical values (F-value and significance level) alongside the qualitative statement that the experimental group "learned more". This provides immediate quantitative evidence to the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research design (quasi-experimental pretest-posttest control group) is appropriate for the stated objective , and the use of ANCOVA  is the correct statistical approach to control for pre-existing differences in intact classroom groups. The study is scientifically robust in its design.
However, there is a serious technical error in data presentation that must be corrected before publication: 1. Figure 2 Labeling: In the "Results" section, the text and captions for Figure 2 (a, b, and c) repeatedly refer to "Research Competency" (e.g., "Histogram for the Data Related to Research Competency"). The dependent variable in this study is "Learning Outcomes," not research competency. This appears to be a error and undermines the technical precision of the manuscript. 2. Citation Accuracy: The in-text citations frequently list the Journal Name as the author. For example, citations such as "(Scientific Reports, 2025)" and "(Disciplinary and Interdisciplinary Science Education Research, 2025)"  are incorrect. The actual authors of these papers must be cited.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are current, with many from 2024 and 2025. Correction Required: The author must correct the Reference list where the Journal Name is listed as the Author (e.g., References and ). This is a technical deviation from standard academic citation styles.
	

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


	The manuscript requires a thorough proofreading round to correct specific typos that affect readability: * In the Introduction, "Students studding in government-sponsored schools" should be corrected to "studying". * In the Rationale, "active tenement of students" is incorrect; this likely should be "active engagement". * "results to poor understanding" should be "results in poor understanding".
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is scientifically robust with a sound experimental design and appropriate statistical analysis (ANCOVA), fitting the journal's policy to accept technically sound work. The deficiencies identified (incorrect graph labels and citation formatting) are presentational, not fatal to the scientific logic. These can be easily rectified by the author
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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