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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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 
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
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the review form. 
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1. The manuscript is very important to the scientific community. 

 
 
 

2. The title of the article is appropriate. 
 

3. A comprehensive summary of the research procedures should be provided rather than 
broken down into specific elements. 
 

4.  Introduction to the research is brief, preferably enriched. 
- It did not explain what the internal factors of the school were and did not explain in 
depth as it should. 
-The method of rationing the study tools was not sufficiently explained. 
- It is preferable to enrich the interpretation of the results. 

5. The manuscript is correct, but it needs to be enriched and deepened 
6. Enriching the research needs more recent references. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for 
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- It is recommended that the manuscript be reviewed by a proofreader. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
- It is better to clarify the concept of internal factors of the school. 
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