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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. Yes, the topic is quite interesting.  
2. The proposed title is as below: 

“The impact of academic resiliency, social and emotional learning and Intercultural 
communication on Interpersonal communicative competence” 

3. The discussion of methodology is unclear. Author should include sample size, sampling 
design, research method, statistical tool, etc. Study design should be under methodology. 
The findings in the conclusions are not in line with the findings. Please recheck it.  

4. The proposed flow of the content is as below:  
Introduction - The author should use statistical facts to support the study. Additionally, the 
author should not combine the literature review with the introduction. The discussed 
problems also lack supporting evidence. 
Literature review – author should separate it from introduction. Besides, author should 
include the underlying theory and hypotheses development.  
Methodology - The author is advised to discuss all important elements under the 
methodology within a single or more than 1 paragraph, rather than dividing the method into 
different subsection. Why using the stratified sampling method?  Where do you get 456 
number? 
Findings – where is the discussion for the demographic profile? Does the output of mean 
can be used to answer the proposed objective? Author is using one tail or tail for the result 
reading? The author needs to use terms consistently, such as choosing either 'students' or 
'pupils' and using it throughout the paper. Does correlation results can answer the proposed 
objectives?  
Discussion – no discussion was found from the manuscript.   
Conclusion - You should report these details (Beta & p-value) in the results section. For the 
conclusion, you only need to summarize the findings." 
References – please ensure the all used citations are listed in the reference lists.  

5. Yes, it is but author need to improve the flow of the information and the content of study in 
the manuscript.  

6. Author should use more updated journal to support the study.  

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
1. Author should send the paper for proofreading.   
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Author should improve the paper and send the paper for proofreading before the final 

submission.  
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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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