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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The abstract can be one paragraph instead of separate headings.  
2. The objectives of the study should be mentioned. 
3. In the methodology, the period of study can be mentioned. (e.g month and year) 
4. The methodology says the sample size as 441. In the table 1, the sample size is 

240, the response rate may be mentioned. 
5. In Figure 1, please mention which is private and public university  
6. Recommendations may be highlighted separately  
7. Conclusion may be included.  
8. Referencing can be as per APA standards. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It is appreciable to note that the researcher has conducted a cross sectional study about 
the satisfaction of biochemistry practical skills in two universities in Sudan. 
The researcher has clearly justified why he/she has taken biochemistry practical skills for 
the study in the Introduction. The methodology is well drafted.  
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