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Review Form 1.7

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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in

the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to

provide additional suggestions/comments)

The manuscript is important.

2. The title is suitable.

The abstract is comprehensive to some extent.

The subsection and the structure are appropriate.

The manuscript is scientifically correct.

The references are sufficient and recent.

The study is very interesting. But the following are to be considered so as to fix some
issues and also to enrich it:

- The study is interesting, yet the following are to be considered:

- Thorough editing is required.

- The research gap (or problem), significance and types of attitude factors do not appear in the
abstract.

- Too many key words; please reduce to the half.

- It is preferable to use ‘Introduction’ instead of ‘Background’. Besides, it is impossible to have
(1.1) without having (1.), so where is section (1.)?

- You need to have the following as your main sections: 1. Introduction, 2. Literature Review,
3. Methodology, ....etc. So please, change accordingly.

- I do suggest merging the main question with the sub-questions because Section 1.4 is the
Research Questions.

- In (1.5), the researcher starts with “The chapter reviewed relevant literatures related to
attitude ...”. Which chapter? Correct accordingly. The word ‘chapter’ also appears in other
places throughout the study. Correct them all to ‘section or subsection’.

- When the author’'s name is part of the text, only the year is written between the round
brackets. So, “(Garret, 2010) found that attitude...” should be “Garret (2010) found that
attitude ...”.

- The Latin word ‘et al’ should be written in italics.

- In different places In the study, the researcher uses the word ‘poses’ with no agreement with
the subject as in “The findings indicated students poses both positive and negative ...”;
maybe the researcher means ‘possess? Or what? Please, fix this issue.

- Paragraphs should be indented.

- Please re-consider all the references. The first line is not indented but the other lines in each
reference should be indented. The volume number should be italicised.

- The word appendix appeared in the text, but there is no such athing at the end of the study.
So, please remove it from the text.

NogakrwbdE

Minor REVISION comments
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for
scholarly communications?

The language is scholarly but the whole paper needs a thorough editing.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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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