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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 
 

 
The article subject is actual for an education system. 
The research is interesting and useful to educational practice. 

 
The research general of scientific problem has not been formulated. 
General scientific hypothesis of research has not been formulated. 
General scientific purpose of the research is not formulated. 
The statistical processing of the data is not clear (Descriptive statistics !!). 
 
The theoretical structure basis of the study are well explained and funded, but 
there are contemporary references about the theory that must be revised and 
included, the same for the discussion and conclusions. 
The methodological design of the study is right, but It is necessary to comment 
the inclusion and exclusion criteria for participants to get no interference of 
strange variables in the experiment.  
Results are clearly showed and they are pertinent. 
 
There was no attempt to critically or reflexively consider limitations in the 
research or to make policy or pedagogic recommendations from this work 
 
The latest APA edition must be strictly maintained. 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
There is no mention of any ethical protocols having been observed in relation to the 
recruitment, consenting and right to withdraw of the participants 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
My best wishes to the author to rectify his work a little for the publication.  
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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