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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Personally, I find this manuscript good as the findings presented have the potential to inform 
future research and contribute to policy discussions. I appreciate the manuscript’s attempt to 
address this gap in the literature; however, I believe it lacks depth in certain areas, which could 
limit its overall impact. 

 

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

 

The title of the article is generally suitable as it reflects the core focus of the research.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract provides a solid overview of the manuscript; however, it could benefit from greater 
specificity regarding the methodologies used and key findings. I recommend adding a brief 
mention of the sample size and the main results to enhance its comprehensiveness. 
Additionally, clarifying the significance of the findings in relation to existing literature would 
strengthen the abstract. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subsections and overall structure of the manuscript are appropriate for the content 
presented 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

While the manuscript attempts to address significant issues, it does not provide a robust 
methodological framework or comprehensive data analysis. Certain assumptions made in the 
study lack adequate justification, and the interpretation of results could be more thoroughly 
supported by the data. There are also potential oversights in addressing alternative 
explanations for the findings, which raises questions about the overall reliability of the 
conclusions drawn. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The references cited in the manuscript appear to be sufficient in quantity, but some key studies 
from the past few years are missing, which could enhance the depth of the literature review. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, 
some sentences could be more concise to improve clarity. For instance, the sentence "The 
study aimed to find out the mental stress of teacher educators towards online teaching in 
respect to their gender and type of institutions" could be simplified to "This study examines the 
mental stress of teacher educators related to online teaching, focusing on gender differences 
and institutional types. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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