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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 paper provides a valuable empirical evidence on the effectiveness of virtual laboratories aim at enhancing problem-solving skills among Basic Science and Technology students in a resource-limited context. It also addresses a significant pedagogical challenge in Nigerian science education—limited access to physical laboratory facilities—by evaluating a feasible digital alternative. The integration of constructivist, experiential, and connectivism learning theories strengthens its theoretical foundation and offers a model for technology-supported science instruction. The findings can contribute to global discussions on equitable digital pedagogy and offer practical implications for policymakers, educators, as well as curriculum developers seeking to bridge infrastructural gaps in STEM education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and directly aligns with the study’s scope and objectives. It effectively captured the independent (virtual laboratories) and dependent (problem-solving skills) variables, as well as the study’s geographical context. All good! 
	

	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 is comprehensive and effectively summarized the purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications of the study. The methodology is transparent, specifies the quasi-experimental design, sample size, and statistical tests used (ANCOVA). The inclusion of results and policy recommendations adds applied relevance. This is all set. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, demonstrating methodological rigor through the use of a quasi-experimental design and appropriate inferential analysis (ANCOVA). The theoretical framework affords a coherent interpretive basis for the findings. The discussion and conclusions logically follow from the data. Ethical considerations and reliability measures (Cronbach’s α = 0.82) reinforce credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and mostly recent (2018–2022). If reflects up-to-date engagement with virtual laboratory and ICT integration research. Just insure you follow the recommended citation style like APA, or Harvard. 
	

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


	The paper is written in formal academic English with strong coherence and organization. Just a minor grammatical polishing (e.g., article use and transitions) could further improve fluency, but the overall language quality is suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and pedagogically significant paper that can advance evidence-based discourse on digital science education in developing countries. The combination of empirical rigor, theoretical integration, and practical recommendations position the study as a strong contribution to the educational technology and science pedagogy literature. Just with the minor grammatical polishing. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript.
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