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 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 

 

1. In second paragraph, “The problem is faculty aren’t 
always prepared…”. There are so many grammar 
mistakes in this paper. Reviewer suggest that author 
should ask native speaker to proofread his paper.  

2. No data support the finding of this paper. 
3. No research method is in this paper. 
4. Reviewer don’t know how author use three strategies 

in experiment. 
 

 

I have attempted to make the grammatical 

corrections and have included a method section. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The author should follow the format of academic 

paper. For example, the first section is introduction, 

the second section is literature review and so on. 

 

 

 

 

 

I have revised the format based on the 

reviewer’s feedback to the extent possible given 

the kind of article. 
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