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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) 

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) 
 

 
 
The study holds significant importance within the scientific community. It has highlighted 
compelling evidence indicating that students have displayed a neutral interest in religious 
classes. However, it's important to note that the results outlined in the manuscript may not 
be applicable universally. 
 
Yes, the title is suitable. 
 
Yes, but an author should provide more details about study design and methodology  
 
Absolutely, although there are several areas in the manuscript that could be enhanced. For 
instance, the literature review appears to be lacking in depth. Additionally, in Table 1, the 
author omitted to include the total sample size. In Table 2, explanations were only provided 
for significant values, whereas it would have been beneficial for the author to present 
alternative models by excluding non-significant variables from the given model. 
 
Yes, also effort of the author should be appreciated 
 
Author should provide some current references.  
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