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PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

It is basically an experiential study supporting the use of Collaborative approach in teaching and learning.   

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

Yes, the title is Suitable.  

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 is comprehensive. I have edited it. Please check the document.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

The research is basically an experiential work. It is in line with already proved methodologies.  
 
However, the work suffers from methodological flaw: (Please refer the document) 
You have mentioned an interventionist approach and brought two groups together. Ideally you should have a control group. 
This study is not about a comparison between two sections. As the researcher has claimed the comparison between 
methods of teaching, one group will be exposed to collaborative learning, the other group should not be. Though you have 
done pre and post intervention, what was the need for taking two sections separately? How does pre-post intervention work 
as evidence that collaborative learning is successful? Pre test always shows the current standard of the students. Here, 
Post test has shown improvement but how do you guarantee that because of strategy change this has happened? As we 
all know learning happens with time. So, at the same point one has achieved and the other didn’t because one was 
exposed to and the other wasn’t. Ideally one section should have been taken as the control group. In that way, you could 
have proved that CL is a success. Therefore, the study has a methodological flaw.  

However, avoid using the word effectiveness. I have deleted it to make the paper acceptable. 

 

 

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

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

The language needs to be edited. I have edited it. Please check the document.  

Optional/General comments 
 

Comments are summarized below:  

Please note you are talking of effectiveness of Collaborative Teaching and Learning Approaches but your methodology has 
a flaw. Therefore, you may avoid the word “effectiveness”. 

If you write anything in your literature review, you should have data to support. Your research does not present any such 
data related to the references you have used in Literature Review  

Several paragraphs have been deleted as those do not fit in a research paper. 

 

 
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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