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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 
 

1. Facts was collected from 3 different back ground of students (Medical, Dental, BSc & MSc 
Nursing who are undertaking pathology courses) through questionnaire that included 
specific  queries dealing with crossword puzzles. 
Comment 1:  Sample size for this study (number of medical, dental, BSc and MSc nursing 
students) is not mentioned in the methodology. 
Comment 2: Results mention only percentages without specification of medical, dental, 
BSc and MSc nursing. Mention complete results with  n (%) as per different streams of 
education. Statistical tests of significance may be applied.  
 

2. Casual student comments were also noted. 
Comment 1: Does that mean opinion or feedback from the students? Once mentioned 
these comments also need to specify. 
 

3. 985 strongly agreed that the crossword tool helped them in identifying the important areas 
of the topic. 
Comment 1: It does not mention 985 out of – students or  the percentages of the result  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Kirkpatrick's model assesses the effectiveness of teaching 162 programs and learning 
interventions, learning, behavior, and results, at different levels-163 reactions [13]. 

 
Comment 1: Kirkpatrick's model is referred as number 14 in the reference list while mentioned as 
13 in the text. Cross check all the references 
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