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

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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Yes. The study depicts one of the common issues in the workplace in as far as teaching, learning
and assessment are concerned.
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Yes. It follows objectives-methods-results and discussion-conclusion scheme which makes it easy
to understand.

Yes. In the materials and methods section, the discussion should be unified. No need to label again
and discuss separately the materials and methods (pp. 2-3).

Yes. It is descriptive in nature and the presentation of results is fine.

The references (32) are enough for this study.

Minor REVISION comments
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