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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.


	1.The study explored the impact of emotional consistency of music on memory recall, filling the research gap in related fields.

2.the findings highlight the need for more comprehensive research methodologies that consider various factors influencing memory, thereby encouraging future studies to explore this complex interplay in greater depth.

3.The research results were rigorously analyzed using statistical methods such as the Kruskal-Wallis test, providing clear data support.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Experiment on The Influence of Music on Memory Recall," is somewhat suitable but could be more precise and engaging. It accurately reflects the study's focus on the relationship between music and memory; however, it does not convey the specific aspect of emotional congruence that the research investigates.

A more suitable alternative title could be: "Exploring the Impact of Emotional Congruence in Music on Memory Recall: An Experimental Study."
	

	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 of the article provides a good overview of the study's aims, methodology, results, and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientific and correct

The study employs a well-structured experimental design with random sampling of participants from different academic programs, which enhances the reliability of the findings. The use of a control group and the clear delineation of conditions (emotionally congruent, emotionally incongruent, and no music) provide a robust framework for examining the research question.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and up-to-date.
	

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


	The language/quality of the English language is suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study sample size was small (only 45 participants), which may affect the generalizability of the results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	This manuscript complies with ethical standards for research involving human participants.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There are no conflicts of interest in this manuscript
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No suspicion of plagiarism
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