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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer�s comment
	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 manuscript is significant to the scientific community as it explores the nuanced relationship between music and memory recall, an area critical to understanding cognitive and emotional processes. By focusing on emotional congruence and its impact on memory retention, the study provides valuable insights into how mood-appropriate music can influence cognitive tasks, which has implications for educational and therapeutic practices. Furthermore, its findings contribute to resolving inconsistencies in previous research regarding the effects of music on memory, thus enriching the body of knowledge in music psychology and cognitive science.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Experiment on The Influence of Music on Memory Recall," is clear and descriptive but could be more specific and engaging. A suggested alternative could be:
"The Role of Emotional Congruence in Music on Memory Recall: An Experimental Study"
This revised title emphasizes the study's focus on emotional congruence and makes it more specific to the research context.

	

	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 provides a good overview of the study, including its aims, methodology, results, and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the provided text, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct as it adheres to standard research methodologies, such as employing a well-defined hypothesis, utilizing appropriate statistical tests (Kruskal-Wallis), and presenting results with clarity. The study's conclusions align with the reported findings, particularly regarding the minimal practical significance of emotional congruence in music on memory recall.
However, the following points should be reviewed to ensure robustness:
1. Sample Size and Diversity: The sample size (45 students) is relatively small and drawn from a specific demographic (college students from a single institution). Expanding this sample or addressing its limitations in the discussion would strengthen the study's generalizability.
2. Statistical Interpretation: While the statistical approach is appropriate, a deeper exploration of effect size and practical implications in the context of previous research would add depth to the findings.
3. Controlled Variables: Ensure that potential confounding variables, such as individual differences in musical preferences or prior familiarity with the music, were controlled or acknowledged as limitations.
Overall, the manuscript is scientifically valid, but addressing the above points could further enhance its rigor and impact.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem to be sufficient 
	

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


	Yes, the language and quality of the article are appropriate for scholarly communication. It demonstrates clarity, precision, and a formal tone, and follows the required structure and academic conventions.
This confirms that the article meets the standards for scholarly writing.
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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)

No there seems to be no ethical issues in the manuscript 

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write �I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer�
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	In my opinion on the scale of 0 - 10 , this article is about an 8 .

Overall, the manuscript is strong and demonstrates solid research and analysis, but there are a few areas where improvements could elevate it further.
1. Clarity and Precision: While the overall argument is clear, some sections could benefit from more precise language or clearer explanations of complex concepts. Streamlining some sentences for better flow and readability would make it more accessible to a broader audience.
2. Structure and Organization: The paper follows the standard structure, but the transitions between sections could be smoother. A more explicit connection between the literature review, methodology, and results would help strengthen the logical flow of ideas.
3. Depth of Analysis: Some points could be expanded upon ,  more detailed analysis of the results could enrich the discussion and provide a stronger conclusion.
4. Grammar and Style: There are minor grammar issues and occasional awkward phrasing in a few places. A thorough proofreading or editing would help in ensuring that the manuscript maintains a professional tone throughout.
5. Citations and References: The references are mostly consistent, but there are a few missing or incorrectly formatted references. Ensuring that all sources are cited properly and conform to the required citation style would enhance the paper’s credibility.
With some revisions in these areas, the manuscript could be improved to a higher standard, potentially reaching a perfect score.
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