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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 
 

 

This article is a novelty for specialists in the field on the topic and how to investigate student satisfaction 

with how to work online. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

I read and analyzed the research hypothesis. It would be necessary to reformulate it in such a way as to 

reflect the theme and to aim at the result it aims at in research. 

Example: 

The present research started from the hypothesis that ...... etc. 
 

The conclusions should also be reformulated and rearranged on the page to show an enumeration and 

to delimit each other. 

The summary aspect at the end does not help finalize the conclusions. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

I recommend the article for publication, after a minor revision. 
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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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