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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 comments 
 There are paragraphs with scientific statements but no references. 

Remove paragraphs with personal statements by the authors. 

The authors describe much more their desires than a real result from scientific literature. 

I strongly suggest the description of scientific works already carried out, in order to 

understand the real need for curricular modification. 

It seems to me that the authors write only about a desire for change but they do not put 

together the real need for this change. 

I suggest inserting a table that describes the work of other authors and the results 

achieved, in order to understand the research objectives. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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