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PART 1: Review Comments
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Overall, this paper is clearly written and understandable. Each part is organized well.

Minor REVISION comments

Grammatical errors as in:

1. “traditional teaching is still a better option to online teaching” should be “traditional
teaching is still a better option compared to online teaching”;

2. “The COVID-19, not only lead us to change our lifestyles,...” should be “The COVID-19,
not only leads us to change our lifestyles,...”;

3. “... as a result of current teaching methodology changes as a result of the cancellation of
traditional classroom instruction” should be “... as a result of current teaching
methodology that changes as a result of the cancellation of traditional classroom
instruction”;

4. “issues wit it” should be “issues related to it”;

5. “But the myths, doubts, and false conceptions about the ways online teaching is
conducted, creates a need to research the effectiveness of the online teaching, ...”
should be “But the myths, doubts, and false conceptions about the ways online teaching
is conducted, create a need to research the effectiveness of the online teaching,...”;

6. “aims at comparing degree” should be “aims to compare degree”.

Optional/General comments

Selection of respondent might be clearly explained, including the reason of why there
should be the exclusion criteria of research subject.
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