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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 objective of this research is to determine the 
 level of engagement (deep or shallow) displayed by 
the students in English class based on gender, age 
and grades. 
 
Cognitive engagement is an outcome of motivation in a 
learning process. 
 
An engaged learner is a motivated learner. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Deep engagement involves high thinking attitude which 
comprises the six cognitive skills: Knowledge, 
comprehension, application, analysis, synthesis and 
evaluation. Shallow engagement involves rote learning 
for which no cognitive skill is required.  
 
The style of instruction and the quality peer relations 
both 
 have an immense impact on the student cognition and 
meta-cognition 
 
Line 67:     types of cognitive.  L6: important. Delete the 
suffix –ly.  L-136. Delete ‘while’ and add ‘it’. L141. 
Delete: ‘as well as’ . Add: ‘they also’ 
 
L262:  Delete ‘the’.    L267: principal’s consent.  L270: 
Delete: ‘to’   L 278: Delete ‘collapsed’. ‘changed’ may 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

be used.  L289:  Use Malaysian students.  & Malaysian 
populace.  L308: ‘foolowed by grade.   L319: ‘comprise’ 
instead of ‘compound’   L419:  ‘linked’.  L422: 
‘demonstrated a satisfactory’ or ‘satisfactory levels’.  
L462:  Punctuation Mark:   Put ; instead of , after the 
word ‘participants’. 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

Student engagement became a strategy 
 or means for controlling classroom behaviors 
 
An individual may display both deep and shallow 
cognitive engagement at a time. 
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