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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

Paragraph 2, line 9: (needed) should be replaced by (needs)

Facilitating conditions should be symbolized as (FCs) rather than (FC), FC stands for singularity; it may
affect on grammatical structure selectivity.

Participants and procedures: paragraph 2, (Voluntary teachers) instead of (Teachers voluntary).

Missing Section: “Questions of the Study”

Missing Section: “Limitations and Delimitations of the Study”

Misuse of certain Tenses: Unnecessary varieties of tense use: passive past simple “they were informed”
then he transforms into using passive present perfect simple. It is preferable to use present simple when
talking or explaining or describing or illustrating something in writing research being factual or submitted
to statistical analyses which is in turn a part of truth conditioning, except historical sequences or events.
Each section (especially the theoretical framework) needs an additional support of elucidating and
demonstrating.

Minor REVISION comments

Little or poor support of necessary explanations and illustrations have been used

To be more accurate and scientific, the researcher should have used an additional tool of measurement;
though he used questionnaire, but not enough, because such paper is somehow new in the Jordanian
context, so it needs a strong evidence and logical proof for its acceptance and compatibility. For
example, interview could be another support.

Optional/General comments

The word “choose” needs to be replaced with “intend” or “plan”(Research Model and Hypotheses
section)
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

The study being conducted is done in a qualitative and quantitative manner. The display and
analysis of statistical tools are used professionally. The organisation and purpose of the study
are put scientifically though some silly misconceptions that are dealt with thoroughly.
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