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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with the Reviewer, 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for the scientific community? 
      (Please write a 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 suggestions for 

additional references, please mention them in the review form. 
 
(Apart from the 6 points mentioned above, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1) This manuscript is vital in education, with a negligible impact on the scientific 
community  
 

2) Proposed Model for the Excellent Educational System: Overview of the Field 
 
 

3) The abstract has more than 250 words 
 

4) The Reviewer suggests avoiding the third level of subsections 
 
 

5) This manuscript is not on an adequate academic or methodological level  
 

6) The list of References is not provided correctly. At least the author has to type the 
correct article titles and journal names.  

 

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

communications? 
 

 
No, (Poor English), the manuscript has many spelling/Typing and Grammar mistakes, 
overuse of sentences in passive voice (more than 50), and unclear sentences.  
 
Writing in the first person or giving information on the author's gender is improper in the 
scientific field. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

In the first stage, the editorial manager must return this manuscript to the author for 
correction in English.  
 
The author must know that the Widows Programme has tools for this aim.   
 
There is also a possibility of using the Grammarly Editor – Premium +.  
 
The Reviewer is not English-speaking, so the editor is suggested to invite someone who can 
have a better understanding and comprehension if the Grammarly Editor is insufficient.  
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