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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 
 

There are many misspelled words in the paper. For example, in table 1 or even in the 
chapter Conclusions which is written "CONCLUTION". 
Chapter 2 is insufficiently developed. For example, data collection is not sufficiently 
described. How was it made? When was it done? For example, the group of teachers 
who responded. Where are they from? What is the relevance of the sample? 
Usually, such research has a set of objectives, starts from a set of hypotheses, and 
obtains a set of results, which lead to conclusions. All this must be correlated. Even 
if this model is not followed in the paper, it does not mean that the approach is 
wrong. However, it is necessary to specify a few objectives. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The page size is not uniform. 
Authors use many acronyms that they describe after they have appeared in the text or 
even forget to describe them. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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