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Review Form 1.7

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. Isthetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form.

Mwmmw. . ons/ :

Yes. The teacher's comprehension and ability to master the significance of Bloom's
taxonomy when designing tests is critical for effectively communicating with students,
measuring their ability to learn, and determining whether they can acquire the course and
program learning outcomes.

Yes. | guess the title of the article is already good.

Yes The abstract is comprehensive

Yes. It seems to appropriate.

Yes, but needs improvement

The references and studies are appropriate for the studies. However, some of the
references utilized and cited in the studies appear to be out of date. It is suggested to
update some of the references in the introduction for instance, in the years 2001,2002,
2008, 2003, etc.

Additional Reviews and Suggestions:

In the introduction, the study justification for why there is a need to conduct the said study
needs to be strengthened. A gap in the literature and a practical gap where the study was
conducted may be clearly emphasized and indicated in the introduction to support the
needs of conducting the present study.

Another thing | highly suggest is to explicitly include at least the study objective(s)in the
introduction in order to let the readers of the paper know the direction and variables under
study.

Include a thesis statement or hypothesis of the study.

In the method, kindly specify the particular random sampling used in the selection of
respondents.

Also discussed in detail are the characteristics or measurements of the independent and
dependent variables in the study. In order to further support and justify the appropriateness
of the use of Poisson regression, Since Poisson regression is appropriate to use when the
outcome variable is count.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes.

ional neral comments
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PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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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