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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 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. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Yes, specifically for countries that experiencing an academic and teaching system reform. 
Such surveys and their subsequent studies can prevent human and financial resources to 
be wasted. 
 
Yes. 
 
 
Yes. 
 
No. There are so many titles and subsections that are not usual for papers. 
 
Yes, absolutely. 
 
Yes. 
 
 
 
In despite of attractive and useful concept behind of the study and a very large sample size, 
the manuscript is not written through the format of a scientific article. Unfortunately, it is 
more look like a PROPOSAL with an added discussion section rather than an article. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
No. Because the manuscript is full of very long sentences almost without punctuations and VERB 
sometimes. Hard to find coherency. 
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