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Journal Name: British Journal of Education, Society & Behavioural Science    

Manuscript Number: Ms_BJESBS_20367 
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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

1. 3.2 Is not Research problem it is Research questions 

2. The research questions are acceptable but must be parallel with the 
objectives. 

3. Research objectives and research questions should come at the end of 
‘Introduction’( Problem statement) not under ‘Methodology’. 

4. Page 6- It is not date collection it is data collection 

5. Pilot test- explain how validity and reliability was obtained 

6. Don’t use the term exploratory sample- since this was a quasi-experimental 
study – explain clearly how the control group and the experimental group 
are similar in their academic achievement,  gender, and school location.  

7. Organization is still poor- Do not mix the findings of the pilot test and 
actual findings of the study. 

8. Table 1- does not explain Cronbach alpa coefficient value as claimed by the 
author it is showing stability. 

9. The content in Table 2 requires explanation. 
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