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PART 1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment

highlight that part in the manuscript. 
here) 

Is the manuscript important for the scientific community? 
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer 

Yes, the manuscript is important as it holds significant value for the scientific community. Its 
innovative insights and thorough research have the potential to advance understanding in 
the field and inspire further studies. By sharing the findings of this study, it contributes to 
the collective knowledge and helps pave the way for future discoveries. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind? 
 

The title of the article is suitable. It is clear and concise.   

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions 
 

The abstract of the article is quite comprehensive, covering key aspects of the study, 
including its purpose, methodology, data collection period, and significant findings. 

 

Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for  
scholarly communications? 
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions 

Yes, the English quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication.  

Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness 
of different sections of the manuscript. 

The abstract is quite thorough and covers essential aspects of the study. 
 
The background section provides a comprehensive overview of the study, covering the 
history, purpose, and structure of the Major Field Tests (MFTs) in detail. Itclearly 
distinguishes the MFTs from other standardized tests such as the Graduate Record 
Examinations (GRE).The process of test development and the involvement of faculty 
members are well explained.Additionally, it provides examples of how the MFT-B is used 
by institutions for curriculum evaluation and program improvement. 
 
The methodology section is succinct, providing just enough detail to understand the model 
without unnecessary elaboration. 
 
The results of the study effectively summarize the key findings from the multiple regression 
analysis, including the model's explanatory power, the significance of the independent 
variables, and the implications for the GMFT-B scores. 
 

 

Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper,  
recent and sufficient? 
If you have any suggestions, please write here. 

The references are appropriate for the topic but there are a few considerations regarding 
their recency and sufficiency.The most recent reference is from 2011. In academic 
research, it is generally advisable to include more recent studies to ensure that the 
literature review reflects current knowledge and practices.Including more recent articles 
would enhance the relevance and comprehensiveness of the literature review. 
 
The references provided are a solid starting point, but updating the list with recent studies 
and ensuring a variety of perspectives would enhance the scholarly value and relevance of 
the literature review. 
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PART  2: 
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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