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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 
 

 
Abstract – adhered to required components. However it could be improved by including 
validity and reliability of the study. The Key Words were appropriate 
 
Introduction & Background – Was comprehensive and captured the problem of the study. 
I Find that no revision is required. This section achieved the answering the gap of the study 
 
Missing and should be considered for inclusion: The main purpose and Objective for 
the study. However, attempt has been made to identify the gaps in context. 
 
Theoretical consideration - was appropriate for this study and enhance the concept of 
change which the study was sought. Therefore, was no need to revise or change 
 
Methodology: was appropriate for the study.  
 
Results: Though brief, could be enhanced by analysis of the qualitative data. Likert type of 
analysis would have added to the robustness of the presentation. 
 
Discussion: achieved the presentation sought. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract: Include Reliability statements. 
 
Methodology: However, would be enhanced if Correlation or regression design was 
considered. The scope of the study should be included 
 
Results: Include the main theme of the study or guide the author to see what question you 
are trying to answer. Also guide the author to see if its qualitative or quantitative aspect of 
the study: 
 
Discussion: Critic the findings or Compare your results with other studies and Findings. 
Additional aspects such as teacher’s welfare are noted but should have been among the 
themes of the study. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The work had necessary components that is accepted would add to knowledge. However 
the study required empirical rigour and robustness to enhance the desired results. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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