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1. Is the manuscript important to the scientific community? 
        Yes, discussing the importance of electronic resources in the digital 
era 
 
2. Is the title of the article appropriate? yes 
3. Is the article abstract complete? yes 
 
4. Are the subsections and structure of the text appropriate? 
- the introduction is similar to an abstract so it must be added with das 
sein and das sollen analysis 
 
5. Do you think the text is scientifically correct? yes, with additions to the 
introduction, methods, and discussion 
 
6. Are the references sufficient and up-to-date? Very few references are 
supported by reputable international journals 

added to this journal for discussion: Using information search strategy to 
reconstruct students' Biology prior knowledge 
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