Review Form 1.7

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies

Manuscript Number: Original Manuscript_ AJESS 117706

Title of the Manuscript:
The Influence of Fieldtrip as a Practical Skill Acquisition Technique in Biology Education

Type of the Article Original Research Article

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)



Review Form 1.7

PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

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

Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

1. Importance of a manuscript entitled: The Influence of Fieldtrip as a Practical Skill
Acquisition Technique in Biology Education for scientific community could have several
important mainly:

- Pedagogical research: the students or readers importantly provides valuable insight in to
effectiveness in the field trip as instructional technique in biology education.

- Skill development and theory to practice which is a critical aspect of biology.

- Enhance students learning and interdisciplinary collaboration.

- Helpful decision-making process for evidence-based practice and policy makers planning
process. etc.

2. Yes, indeed but some important information should be incorporated:

- The research title should convey: the population, geographic area, time frame, and
methods or approaches are helpful to understand more about research variables, note
that the submitted manuscript suggested to incorporate.

3. Abstract section is comprehensively addressed except minor additions on recommendation
section: your recommendation should be specific and state it what action to be done and by
whom including how to do may needed in measurable term.

4. Yes, as a researcher | recommend structural abstract my helpful for readers easy to
understand.

5. Yes, indeed.

6. Yes, References are adequately addressed.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

Well, done.

Optional/General comments

Generally, the paper is well organized and clearly stated except some issue identified to be
considered by the author/s.
In addition to the above comments some important issues missing as depicted below:

1. conclusion section: instead of simply to write conclusion rewrite it as Conclusion and
recommendations, because the content of the paragraph addresses recommendation
issues,

2. Strength and Limitation of the study should be included.

3. \Variables like dependent and independent variables are not included in the methods
section.

4. Eligibility or inclusion and exclusion criteria .... Not incorporated.

5. References section: for all reference lists DOI number is missing, it is helpful for the readers
in the website by putting directly the DOI link.
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PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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