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Compulsory REVISION comments

Abstract:
- Write abstract in 1 paragraph
General: The manuscript has been revised and modified
- All references should be cited in the paper
- the table in between the narrative where the table is referenced
- Follow the guidelines for rules regarding font, citation, references, punctuation,
capitalization, etc.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Strengths:

1. This paper represents research on a topic which is current and applicable to a wide
range of audience.

2. The authors explained their motivations and methods for their study. The aim of this
study is to help medical students to be independent learners who can control their own
learning and improve their professional performance through fostering metacognition and
reflective learning.

3. The paper was easy to read, and organized in an easy-to-follow manner
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1. This manuscript does not follow the format specified by this journal
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