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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.


	This article highlights how technology-based learning will enhance learning outcomes of school students. It increases the possibilities of experiential learning. 
This article demonstrates how AR is a good technology to enhance experiential learning in students. Increases their cognitive engagement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	AR enhanced E Module learning in Chemistry - an enhancement of Spatial Abilities in High School Students.
Title can be changed. It is not concise.
	

	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.


	In the abstract a few sentences can be about AR. Teachers’ ratings need not be so detailed here.
Abstract is focusing too much on the results of the experiment. What is AR and how it was applied in the experiment can be mentioned in a few sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The size of the group is too small. At least 50 members would be more correct scientifically.
I feel the experimental group and control group should have been 50 members each. Then the results would be more correct scientifically. We have to consider non-responses and incorrect responses too.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references can be more recent. As old as 1979 reference is there. Whose data would be outdated by now. The number of references seems sufficient.
Taking too old references will not add to the credibility of the manuscript
	

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


	The language can be more formal and objective.
Spelling mistakes need to be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript seems good. Provided a more crisp title is added and the more recent sources are referred in the manuscript.
Overall, the manuscript seems good. My concern is the size of the study group. A bi
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