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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
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This paper highly connected with teaching programming which is predominant research area in today’s
current global scenario. This paper inspects the issues in blended teaching of computer programming
practice. blended teaching reform model has been stretched here.
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The abstract is well-defined contributing a concise overview of the paper’s purpose and scope

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

manuscript is scientifically correct.
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references sufficient and recent , however more references could be added

Is the language/English quality of the article
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Language is good, but then it could be strengthen more
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