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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. The authors have worked on impact of laboratory work on learning chemistry among Middle 

Secondary School students 

2. The data sample were collected from 104 Class X students, 4 science teachers, 2 

principals, and 2 chemistry lab assistants using descriptive statistics analysed using SPSS. 

3. The outcome presents the  lack of local literature 

4. the study performed presented that the results were better than those taught through the 

conventional method.  
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