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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 
 

This study used a model of  Borich Needs Assessment. 
However, information about the model is not mention 
yet. Therefore, it needs to clearly stated what is about. 
 
There is a mistake in writing the source of citation (Line 
42).  Bennett, C.F, (1989) should be deleted and then 
replaced with  Nurul Huda (2015).  
 
Spacing between paragraph need to be considered, 
such as  in Lines as follows : 
21, 39-40, 42, 43-44, 50-51, 75-77, 87-89, 224-225, 
231-232, 248-249, 267-268, 307-308,  ......., 370-371, 
395, 428-429, 458-459, 478-479, 479-480 .......  etc 
 
Give space between words, such as in Line 290,  ...... 
etc. There are many of this kind. 
 
Table breaking should be avoided, such as in Lines, 
288, 316, 359-360, 479. 
 
Reference writing need to be considered, especially 
giving space for one to another, for example in lines 
564-565....etc. Besides, it needs to write them 
consistently. 
 
Typo, such as in line 89,......etc 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

Need to pay attention for grammatical errors in some 
paragraf.  
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Optional /General  comments 
 

Actually, this is a very good article. However,  
It needs to consider academic writing well. To make it 
better there are several entries for improvement as 
given above. 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
Kindly see the following link:  http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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