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	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.


	The manuscript "Influence of Teachers’ Variables and School Environment on Lower Primary School Pupils’ Performance in Basic Science in Osun State, Nigeria" explores an y imperative and applicable topic for the scientific community, principally in the field of education. The study's emphasis on teacher variables and the school environment's influence on pupils' performance in rudimentary science is a critical area of research. The findings, which suggest that these factors have a significant influence, are valuable for developing strategies to improve science education outcomes from an early age. This could ultimately help to address the persistent issue of poor student performance and low enrollment in science courses at higher levels of education in Nigeria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Influence of Teachers’ Variables and School Environment on Lower Primary School Pupils’ Performance in Basic Science in Osun State, Nigeria," is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and content of the study.
	

	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 of the article is inclusive. It evidently outlines the study's aim, design, methodology, results, and conclusion. The key findings, including the significant influence of both teacher variables and the school environment, and the lack of a significant interaction effect between gender and teacher variables, are definitively presented. No changes are recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The research design- descriptive survey and the statistical analyses, used frequency counts, percentage, regression analysis, and ANCOVA which are appropriate for the study's objectives and hypotheses. The results presented in the relevant tables support the conclusions drawn.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and current. The manuscript incorporates a wide range of citations from different years, supporting several claims within the introduction and discussion sections.
	

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


	The language used is generally suitable for scholarly communication, however there are areas that need improvement. Some minor grammatical inconsistencies and formatting issues could be addressed: 1. Terminology - The terms "pupils" and "students" are used interchangeably in some parts of the text (e.g., "pupils’ performance" vs. "students’ performance”). While the context makes the meaning clear, using a single term for clarity throughout the manuscript would be more professional.
2. Punctuation and Spacing - There are instances of inconsistent spacing around punctuation, such as missing spaces after commas or before opening parentheses. 

3. Sentence Structure: While the sentences are clear, some could be rephrased for better flow and academic tone. For instance, the sentence, "Experiences has been said not to be gotten in training institutions but during a lengthy period of time that a person has used in gathering information, knowledge and contents relating to a particular field" could be more concisely written.

4. Use of Acronyms/Abbreviations - Acronyms like FGN (Federal Government of Nigeria) are used, which is acceptable, but it is good practice to spell out the full name upon first use in each section., FGN (2013) is used without a preceding full spelling in the "Introduction”.

5. Consistency in Citation Style - The citation style appears to be inconsistent. For example, some in-text citations follow the format "Author (Year)" (e.g., "Federal Government of Nigeria (FGN, 2013)”, "Odumbe et al. (2015)"“) while others use "Author, Year" (e.g., "Agboghoroma & Oyovwi, 2015”, "Clayton and Forton (2001)”). A consistent style, such as APA, should be adopted throughout.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The author obtained the essential ethical approval from the University’s Ethical Committee. No specific ethical issues are apparent. 
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