Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_141905

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	STUDENTS' DIGITAL LITERACY ABILITIES ASSOCIATED WITH ANALYTICAL ABILITIES IN CHEMISTRY LEARNING

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study shows that students who are good at using digital tools also do better at thinking deeply and solving problems in chemistry. It tells us that digital skills help students understand hard topics, like chemical reactions or structures, more easily. Also, the study gives ideas to improve how chemistry is taught by including technology and helping students not just memorise but think and analyse.  It also establishes the importance of analytical skills in chemistry education.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is suitable
	

	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 explains the background, purpose, method, findings, and the conclusion. The result from the statistical test (Pearson correlation) is mentioned and explained in the right way.

Suggestion: The abstract does not mention the use of ClassDojo gamification, even though it is an important part of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes 30+ number of references but many are informal or outdated. Few peer-reviewed journal articles are cited, and several key concepts (e.g., gamification, digital pedagogy, analytical reasoning) lack strong academic references.
	

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


	English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There is a lack of detail about instrument validation, reliability measures, and sampling process.
There is some confusion in the research design. The study is described as both correlational and quasi-experimental, which is inconsistent.

The study is based on a good idea and uses the right method (Pearson correlation) to find the relationship between digital literacy and analytical skills, but the research design needs to be clearer. You have described the study as both correlational and quasi-experimental, which is confusing. Please choose one and explain it clearly. Also, the gamification part using ClassDojo is important but not explained well in the methods or results. Please describe how it was used and whether it affected the results.

You have used many sources, but some are from blogs, websites, or old documents. These are not suitable for a research paper. Please replace them with recent, peer-reviewed journal articles from trusted educational and scientific sources.
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