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Compulsory REVISION comments

I think the analysis would have been more appropriate if
Analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) had been employed to

partial out the effect of the students’ previous knowledge.

The paired sample t-test cannot be used to attribute the
difference in the post-test scores to the treatments.

Minor REVISION comments

On Line 52, the author needs not write the university and
published results. Only the name of the author and the
year should be included or n.d. if it is not dated. Then the
full description of the article can be spelt out on the
reference section.

On line 63, the author needs to present that sentence
more clearly starting with “Educators were therefore...”
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