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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 is important to the scientific community because it sheds light on how the availability of science laboratories can shape students’ confidence and ability to perform experiments. By showing that well-equipped and accessible laboratories can significantly boost students’ self-efficacy, the research provides practical insights for improving the quality of science education. Overall, this work encourages educators, school leaders, and policymakers to invest in better laboratory facilities that can inspire future scientists and strengthen STEM education.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Science Laboratory Availability as a Predictor of Laboratory Self-Efficacy among Senior High School STEM Strand Students” is suitable because it clearly reflects what the study is about and identifies both the main focus and the group being studied. It gives readers a good idea of the research purpose at a glance.


	

	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 clear, well-organised, and includes the essential components of an academic abstract which are: the background of the study, purpose, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. It effectively summarizes the entire research in a concise manner.


	

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


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally relevant and up to date. They support the study well and show that the researcher has consulted credible and recent sources, such as Chu (2024) and Mangarin & Macayana (2024).


	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are highly suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study is well-written, clear, and thoughtfully organised. The topic is both relevant and timely, especially in highlighting how access to well-equipped science laboratories can influence students’ confidence and learning in STEM.
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