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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 
 

 
 
 
The research problem has to be coined-up more strongly. Biology teaching-learning, 
practical approach, availability of labs and lab equipment are issues commonly 
discussed. If there is a puzzle ( research problem) that needs investigation is has to 
be presented.  
 
What is the argument that is presented through the findings of the survey?  
 
This paper seems to be an analysis of the present situation regarding Biology 
teaching in a particular location.  
 
For the international reader, this problem has to be presented through a better 
theoretical framework.  
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Language editing of the paper.  
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/arjass
https://www.journalarjass.com/index.php/ARJASS/editorial-policy


 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
 
 
 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Manjula Vithanapathirana 

Department, University & Country University Of Colombo, Sri Lanka 

  
   


