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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

Thank you for your comments, the adjustment
of the work was done as required.

Minor REVISION The paper, though well written, needs to undergo thorough
comments proofreading for errors in the use of tenses, collocations and word
choice:

e Purposeful/ purposefully selected

e adequately competences/competent

e Thus, saves time and costs during the tryout of the
proposed program that would (unclear) otherwise be
beyond the researchers, participants and the experts.

e current challenging /challenges

e The participants were very auspicious in/anxious to learn
CBS

| would like to thank the reviewer for this
observation. The manuscript was therefore
submitted to language expert to correct the
errors as detected before. To ensure the
manuscript error-free, the reviewer rectified the
following components:
1. Spelling errors
2. Grammatical mistakes eg. Proper
sentence construction (concord, proper
verb usage etc.)
3. Semantic components
4. Coherence of the ideas embedded in
paragraphs
5. Word choice
On this basis, the words suggested here and
others were overhauled by the editor.

Optional/General
comments
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