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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. Need more explanation and clarification on
the observation in the methodology as well
as in the discussion particularly to criteria
of results of “more memorable” , “very
memorable” or “effective”

2. Need to state specifically the number of
junior high schools involved instead of the
ambiguous “several”

3. It was stated that 4 teachers were
interviewed but not stated specifically how
they were selected and what they were
interviewed. Additionally not much been
discussed on the results of the interview
except for the rather “sweeping” statement
of
“100% of the teachers want to apply CATL
in all subjects”

1. The methodology has been revised,
The creteria of “more memorable”, “very
memorable” same meaning with“effective”
thus only word “effective” is used in
explanation.

2. The number of schools has been provided

exactly.

3. 4 teachers were randomly selected and
interviewed separately. Statement of “100%
of teachers” has been changed to “100% of
interviewed teachers”

Minor REVISION comments

More recent literature on CAL or other related areas
should be included.

Literature review has been updated

Optional/General comments

Need to include the instruments used as appendices
for more clarity in the manuscript
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