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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 work is important for the scientific community as it examines the innovative incorporation of Learning Action Cells (LACs) as a type of educational technology, highlighting its capacity to improve information retention via social learning. The study demonstrates that utilizing collaborative environments enhances learning and bolsters long-term memory retention through peer interaction and reflective discourse among learners. The findings enhance the existing research on social constructivist learning models and provide practical insights for educators seeking to cultivate more engaging and effective professional development practices. This work facilitates the adoption of more learner-centered, collaborative methodologies in global education systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
No need to change the title
Good
	

	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 you have submitted is already comprehensive and well-organized. It encompasses the objective, theoretical framework, methods, principal findings, consequences, and contributions, which are the fundamental elements of a thorough abstract. Nevertheless, several aspects could benefit from enhanced clarity, focus, or conciseness to augment its effectiveness. The following are recommendations for both augmentations and modifications or eliminations:

Context clarity: Clearly identifies the setting (BARMM, Madamba School District).

Theoretical grounding: Anchors the study in Bandura’s SLT.

Methodological detail: Describes a mixed-methods approach with both statistics and narratives.

Significance: Links findings to larger educational and policy goals, including UNESCO benchmarks.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
After examining the whole article, it follows the rules of scientific correctness because the references are followed by experts in this type of research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references you used are excellent, but you need to find five more recent references, and you have time; kindly change or look for other references.
	

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

	

Good grammar


	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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