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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

Methodology must be rewrite

Quasi experimental design looks cause and effect (relation between independent and dependent).
So the authors are advised to see paired and chi-test and any other non parametric test.

Mention the variables where the assessment has been taken.

Mention the nature of questions in methodology and also the grading scale assessment technique
that the authors used or followed.

Distinct hypothesis

In methodology if sample is school teachers than how adolescents is mentioned for evaluation.
(may be typing mistake, please check)

Results:

Mention the score statistic of post test with p-value and test statistic.

In results either incorporate table or figure/bar graph (both should be avoided)

Minor REVISION comments

Ask an English speaker to edit your revised manuscript, there are many words in your manuscript
written wrongly, and seems cut and paste of synopsis or research proposal.

Optional/General comments

| encouraged the authors that despite low research have been done so far in this important issue,
the efforts made is appreciable and is recommended to revise the research paper as advised. It will
be better to include more references in the discussion part so that associations of findings can be
described.

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
The consent of the subjects included in research program is must which is missing in the paper.
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