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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 manuscript presents an interesting study about some issues related with teaching 
during COVID-19 Pandemic. 
Organization of the report is clear, so it’s easy to follow authors’ objectives. 
Introduction informs about bibliographical antecedents which conforms an adequate 
framework for the study. It also serves to justify the choice of the variables which 
relations are to be inquired. 
Methodological design is appropriate for the study, and conclusions follow from 
evidence resulting from the analysis of data collected. 
However, I have three suggestions to make. 
1) In this report, effectiveness is measured only based upon opinions of students. This 
quality is also relating, for example, with learning or achievement of academic 
objectives. I think that title of the article should be explicit about this issue. 
2) Appendix is not in the document I received. So, I miss an explanation about how 
questionnaire was constructed (the only information about this instrument appears in 
Table 1).Besides, it is important to know the reasons to select a Yes-Not questionnaire, 
because answering dicotomically some of the questions (for example, the ones 
referring to technological problems) could hide important information. I suggest arguing 
about this issue. 
3) Finally, as many variables are considered, it seems important to list them, explicitly 
establishing which relationships between them are studied, and in each case to 
formulate H0. Such a list would help to clarify presentation of results. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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