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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The manuscript seems quite interesting and describes an implementation currently taking place 
at the Earth Science universities in Nigeria. I like the idea of using virtual trips to enhance 
geoscience education. However, the manuscript does not clearly explain the transition from the 
existing geoscience education to the proposed implementation. However, the reason for this 
proposal should be emphasized in the manuscript. 

 

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

Yes, it is  

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 reflects the flow of the manuscript. Only in the abstract is there mention of the 
proposal to enhance the educational offerings of Nigerian Earth Science universities by 
incorporating virtual trips. However, the reason for this proposal should be emphasized in the 
manuscript. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Excluding the references, the manuscript consists of three chapters, two of which have 
subchapters (Introduction, Virtual Experiential Learning, and Conclusion), and one figure. I 
would shorten the Introduction and introduce a chapter on the state of the art of geoscience 
education in Nigeria. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

I believe that to provide greater emphasis, after modifying the manuscript structure, each part 
could be further expanded. It's interesting to learn how the Nigerian university system works, 
but this information is not always readily available abroad. Providing more detailed information 
would allow a non-Nigerian scientist reader to better understand the proposal. Additionally, I 
would expand the conclusions and recommendations. Finally, the proposed figure, which is 
interesting, is neither cited nor described in the text. 
 

 

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

The reference list is missing the bibliographic citation for "Kolb 1984", which is cited in the text. 
Additionally, there are numerous references that are not cited in the text. It is not requested to 
delete the uncited references but to update the text to include these citations where necessary. 
Alternatively, the unused references can be removed; however, all the bibliographic citations in 
the reference list appear to be relevant to the manuscript. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
I am not a native English speaker, so I can say little about the fluency of the language. However, I 
would recommend reviewing the English, especially after the revisions are made. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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