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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 
 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this article. The time involved in submitting your manuscript is greatly appreciated. 
In my humble opinion, there are some issues that you must be taken into account: 
In the introduction I recommend rewriting the paragraphs that include legislation. These paragraphs are not very smooth to 
read. 
The locale of study part is out of place. The history of the school is irrelevant for a scientific publication. It is not interesting 
to know the names of the teachers and the history of the building. 
Table 6 is wrong: total do not appear 
After table 16, H0 is mentioned but before that, the hypothesis of the study are not been stated. Maybe they could be added 
in Research Design part. 
I recommend adding a limitation part of the study to make proposals for improvement. 
The references are updated but each one is written according to a different structure, I recommend unifying the same form 
of presentation. 
The quasi-experimental study design is simple, I recommend for future studies to use randomisation and have a control 
group to check that other variables are not influencing the results. 
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