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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the growing body of research in Educational Neuroscience by systematically synthesizing recent studies on Brain-Based Learning across cognitive, emotional, and behavioural domains. By mapping global research trends and evaluating the effectiveness of BBL interventions, the review provides valuable insights into how neuroscience-informed teaching strategies can enhance student learning outcomes. The findings help educators, researchers, and policymakers better understand the current scope of BBL implementation and identify gaps for future investigation. Consequently, this study supports the advancement of evidence-based educational practices and encourages more inclusive and context-sensitive applications of brain-informed pedagogy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested title: Research Trends and Educational Outcomes of Brain-Based Learning: A Systematic Literature Review Across Academic and Affective Domains
	

	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 could be strengthened by briefly stating the number of studies included in the review and clarifying the specific criteria used for selecting the articles. Additionally, a short statement on the practical implications for educators or policymakers may enhance its relevance. Minor language refinement could also improve clarity and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A few scientific and methodological improvements are recommended:

1. Methodological clarity:
The study would benefit from clearer reporting of the systematic review procedure. For example, specifying the exact search strings, screening protocol, and whether any systematic review framework such as PRISMA was followed would strengthen the scientific transparency.

2. Data consistency:
There appears to be a numerical inconsistency. The screening section states that 144 studies were included, while Table 2 reports a total of 114 studies in the year-wise distribution. These figures should be checked and aligned.

3. Reduction of generalised claims:
Statements such as “almost all studies found positive impact” may appear overly broad. It would improve scientific accuracy to indicate the proportion or number of studies showing positive outcomes.

4. Language precision:
Some sentences require minor grammatical and academic style revisions (e.g., “brain naturally learn,” “school school-level implications,” “one studies”). Improving wording will increase clarity and professionalism.

5. Stronger critical evaluation:
The discussion section mainly summarizes positive outcomes. Including more critical reflection on limitations of BBL research (e.g., small sample sizes, quasi-experimental designs, cultural differences) would improve the scientific balance of the review


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list could be improved in several ways. First, it would be beneficial to include more foundational and theoretical works on brain-based learning and neuroeducation, as the current list is heavily focused on empirical classroom studies. Second, the inclusion of more high-impact international journal articles and meta-analyses could strengthen the theoretical foundation of the review. Some references also appear to be conference proceedings or regional journals, so balancing these with widely cited sources would enhance the academic credibility of the manuscript.

The author may consider including additional influential works such as:

Eric Jensen (2008). Brain-Based Learning: The New Paradigm of Teaching.

Judy Willis (2010). Learning to Love Math: Teaching Strategies that Change Student Attitudes and Get Results.

Tracey Tokuhama-Espinosa (2014). Making Classrooms Better: 50 Practical Applications of Mind, Brain, and Education Science.

John T. Bruer (1997). “Education and the Brain: A Bridge Too Far.”

Including these foundational references would help strengthen the theoretical framework and historical context of brain-based learning research in the manuscript.
	

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


	It requires moderate editing to fully meet the standards of scholarly communication. Some sentences contain minor grammatical errors, repetition, and awkward phrasing that may affect clarity and readability. For example, issues with verb agreement, word choice, and redundant expressions appear in several sections.

Improving sentence structure, ensuring consistent academic tone, and correcting typographical errors would enhance the overall quality of the manuscript. In particular, refining terminology related to Brain-Based Learning and maintaining precise language commonly used in Educational Neuroscience would strengthen the professionalism of the paper. A careful proofreading or professional language editing service is recommended before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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