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

 
1. I think the manuscript focuses on an important topic; however, it is too wordy and 
repetitive, and would take advantage from examples and concrete suggestions. The best 
option would be to describe real experiences. 
 
2. The title is suitable. However, it bears too much resemblance to the titles of previously 
published articles. 
 
3. The abstract is comprehensive. However, some sections, such as “4.1 Adopting a Rich 
Variety of Teaching Methods to Stimulate the Students' Interest in Learning” do not explain 
what these methods are, how they complement each other, and how to use them in the 
classroom. 
 
4. Subsections and structure are appropriate, but they need to be established by strong 
evidence. 
 
5. In my opinion, the premises are correct, but an academic writing requires claims and 
arguments to be substantiated with evidence. 
 
7. In my opinion, the references are sufficient and recent. However, the author might 

consider adding some articles by non-Chinese scholars. 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
There are a few sentences that can be improved. I have highlighted some of them in yellow. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

To give a contribution to the academic and professional debate, the content of the 
manuscript should be enhanced by concrete examples, for instance mentioning schools 
that have already adopted this kind of approach, and reporting challenges and difficulties 
the students may have encountered. 
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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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