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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correctthe
manuscript and highlight that part in the

manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should writehis/her
feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

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

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not, please suggest an alternative title)

3. Isthe 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 a
suggestion for additional references, please mention them
inthe review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free
toprovide additional suggestions/comments)

The manuscript has an interesting approach to analysing the e-learning and flipped
classesregarding demographic variables. However, its conclusions and discussion
can be improved to better reflect on how this impacts the different variables, mainly as
they concluded how the sex variable affects the motivation of this type of learning.
There is onlya factual conclusion based on the statistical analysis. There is no
international comparisonor no reflection regarding the literature review made.

The title is suitable. However, it has to be correct since it has the wrong
spelling.The abstract has to be improved in the use of English.

Yes

There are 16 references in the bibliography that were not used in the literature review.
Therefore, they shouldn’t be in the paper’s bibliography. More recent articles should
beadded.

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

The use of English must be improved.

Optional/General comments

Overall the article is like some of the already existing ones but regarding different countries. It
is aninteresting theme but has to be improved, particularly since there are more studies like
this one in different countries an international comparison would enrich the research. The
empirical work seems well done, but since there is not enough reflection and discussion
between the data found and the literature review has a poor impact.
Improvements to be made:
e English use improvement.
e Spelling correction of title and abstract.
e Literature review — correct the plagiarism identified; introduce more recent
research;introduce some of the 16 references in the bibliography if necessary.
e Discussion and conclusion — introduced international comparison; improve the
possiblecauses of the results found.

e Bibliography — delete the references not used.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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