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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 approach described in the article is interesting. The link 

between the governmental desire to develop a nuclear 

program and the obligation to set up a course to meet the 

need appears clearly. However a reorganization of the 

structure of the article is necessary to improve the 

understanding and the accuracy of the information 

described. 

Furthermore there are many repetitions in the text like : 

 “The nuclear engineering department at Jordan University 

of Science and Technology (JUST), is the first and only such 

department/program in Jordan” 

and 

“the lead role of Jordan’s nuclear human capacity building”. 

 

NUCLEAR ENGINEERING EDUCATION : the introduction of 

this part is unnecessary to avoid the unnecessary repetition 

of the introduction of the article. I suggest to combine the 

two parts. 

 

Logically to mount an educational program, it is necessary 

to detail: 

-the need: what skills?  

-the number and quality of professors, their skills teachers? 

-the program?  

Also I proposed to reorganize the article according to this 

plan. 

 

The article is interesting but a large number of changes 
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are needed. 

Some suggestions in the join document. 

 

 

The article is not accurate enough and very 

highlights the quality of education without 

necessarily that this is justified.  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Information are repeated in table 3 and figure 2. 

Abbreviations in the tables are not explained or 

homogeneous. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
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