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PART 1:Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer'scomment

Author’sFeedback (Please correctthemanuscriptand highlight thatpart
in themanuscript.Iltismandatorythatauthorsshould
writehis/herfeedback here)

Pleasewritea few sentencesregarding
theimportance
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity. Why
do you like(ordislike)thismanuscript?A
minimumof3-4 sentencesmay be
requiredforthispart.

Good:Thearea ofinterestistimelyand needsto be explored. The explanation isclear. Thestudy
focuses onexploring themostappropriatemodelinstudents’writing skillsby using SEMto
assessseveral relationshipsbetweenlCTandotherinterestorskills.
Ithasbeenconductedrigorouslyandthe resultcan beusedasa reference.

Theabstractneedsto beinoneparagraph— refertojournalformat — check ifthewordcountis
acceptable.

Isthetitle ofthearticle suitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

Yes.

Istheabstractofthearticle comprehensive? Do
you
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthi
s section? Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere.

Abstractiscomprehensivebutneedto follow theabstractformatforjournal publication.

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript
appropriate?

Yes, butmissing a LiteratureReview section. PleaseaddLimitations section.

Referto journalformat.

Pleasewritea few sentencesregarding
thescientific correctnessofthismanuscript. Why
doyouthinkthat thismanuscriptis
scientificallyrobustandtechnically sound? A
minimumof3-4 sentencesmay berequired
forthispart.

Introduction:

Goodexplanationofthestudy— checkthegrammaruseforexample, ‘thisstudy willemploy’ to past
tense. LiteratureReview:Sincethereisno LRsection, itisbestforthelntroductionsectionto bemore
comprehensiveby adding inmorecriticalanalysisofprevious studiescited.
The'researcherhopes’should be citedto affirmthe reasonsinconducting thestudy.
Repetitiveparagraph‘Regarding writing skills, threeoutof...’isrepeatedtwiceon page4. Mustadda
conclusionto summarisetheintroduction properly.

Recheck how to citetheauthorscorrectly basedonAPA orthestyleasperjournal.

Arethe references sufficientandrecent? Ifyou
have suggestionsofadditionalreferences,
pleasemention themin the review form.

Currentreferencesbutnotenough.

MinorREVISION comments

Isthelanguage/English quality ofthearticle
suitable forscholarlycommunications?

Requiresrechecking andediting.

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version:3 (07-07-2024)




ReviewForma3

Optional/Generalcomments

Checkandstandardisethefont.
2.2 Addevidenceofhow thesampling wasconducted inmoredetailed.

2.3 Who werethe expertsinvolved— mentionthe criteriaormoreabout the expertchecking/rating.

3 Discussion needsto bemorecriticalandauthor(s)canaddownvoiceto relateto
thepaststudiescitedto emphasisetheimportanceofthe resultsorthevalueoftheresults.

Repetitiveparagraph‘regarding writing skills, threeoutof...’isrepeated in page5 aswell.
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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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