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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
i. Citations should be 2010 and above 
ii. Purpose of the study; significance of the study; and hypotheses should be 

moved after introduction but before statement of problem  
iii. Statement of Problem should be clearly stated before literature review 
iv. Research Design should be clearly stated at the beginning of methodology 
v. Validity and reliability of the instrument should be clearly mentioned 
vi. Under 4.1.1 Testing of Hypotheses 

Each hypothesis should be stated clearly and not muddled up in the 
body of sentences. For example, 
Hypothesis 1 
There is no statistically significant difference between students taught 
with collaborative teaching and those taught using traditional method of 
teaching.  
Then, this should be followed by the tables; interpretation of the tables; 
and discussion of findings 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
i. Re-arrange ‘methodology’ as 

3.1 Research Design 
3.2 Population and Sample (not participant) of the Study 
3.3 Procedure for Data Collection 
3.4 Research Instrument (instead of ‘Tool of the Study’) 
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The paper is well written with touches of professionality. 
 It shows pure empirical study with adequate statistics. 
I strongly advice the comments (both major and minor) above should be considered  
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