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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript focuses on new themes in science education research. Project-based learning is in growing interest globally and across level of education. The manuscripts also have theoretical aspect, although lack of citation, and empirical aspect to support the exploration of project-based learning. The manuscript also has important conclusion and suggestion for future research and application of project-based learning in junior high school. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and representative
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. The abstract should add number of students (sample) participated in case study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but there are some corrections is needed to make manuscript better.
1. The introduction is lack of reason.
2. It is not clear how author(s) measure interest and abilities

3. A lot of ideas, sentences, and paragraph without any citation. Since the manuscript if focus on conceptual, the citation to the previous research and theories are important, especially in part 1-5.

4. Table five should be made more in line with the margins. In this case, “Evaluation Dimension” and “Weight” could be made as sub header.

Ex. 

Level

Level

Evaluation Dimension 1. Scientific inquiry and practice (30%)

Evaluation Dimension 2. Knowledge integration and application (30%) 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	With the relatively broad scope of the article, the number of references is very insufficient
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable. 
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