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1. The title is clear, and it is adequate for the content of the

article. No

The title "Difficulties in Teaching Earth Sciences in Moroccan Qualifying Secondary
Schools: A Multidimensional Empirical Study" does not fully reflect this work. The study
focuses on a single region (Draa Tafilalt) and does not represent the entire body of Earth
and Life Sciences teachers nationwide.

2. The abstract presents objectives, methods, and results. Yes

The author mentioned the work methodology, and results. The objectives are not clearly
presented in the abstract.

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in

this article. Yes

The manuscript contains several spelling mistakes, especially in punctuation. In terms of
grammar, the work adheres to French rules.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. Yes

The study methods are explained clearly but the information presented on the sample
and the study area is insufficient.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. No

The results are not well presented; they contain an error in the calculations. Therefore,
choosing this type of graph was not a good idea.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by

the content. No

The conclusion is accurate and supported by the content; It
contains a synthesis of empirical results, a contextual
interpretation, and finally operational recommendations, but it

contains references such as the discussion.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. No

The references are not entirely relevant;
- Lack of recent research
- Research conducted on a sample in a different area is not useful for this manuscript.

- The presentation of the references did not adhere to the formatting, writing, and
citation guidelines (APA 7th edition).
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- Review the article title to better reflect the content of the work.

- Use recent research in the references.

- Review the calculations and the choice of graphs.

- In the methodology section, provide more details about the study area and the sample
studied.
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