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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The author did not tell the readers what methods did he/she use in the review. 
The author could tell readers how he/she arrived at reviewing the 20 articles.  

 It is recommended that the author should also address the following concerns beyond reasonable doubt: 
 What methodological convention of systematic review was adopted in the study?  
 What steps were followed in accepting the 20 articles?  
 How did the study consider the inclusion and exclusion protocols or procedures throughout the review 

process?  
The author should reconsider the acceptable academic citation mode. He/she has just to ask whether is it acceptable 
citing the first and surnames in the work, and why his/her citations use first and surnames E.g. (Wei Wei, 2022), 
which is contrary to the normal used citation mode (Wei, 2022). 
The author needs to consider what local and international readers will benefit from the study. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The work needs editing and careful observation of some typing errors and spacing issues. 
Some key and technical words/phrases need more clarity in the work right from their first appearance, so as to inform 
readers what they meanin the study context. E.g. application-oriented colleges and universities, hybrid teaching 
model,  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript needs to accommodate the recommended inputs above before it is considered for further procedures 
and publication. 
 
Citations and referencing styles should be well observed and be world-reader friendly.  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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