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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 
 

 
 
The letter should be edited for language use.  
 
The author should reflect on the fact that it is general practice for students to submit 
their work to turnitin, which generates a report for both students and faculty and, if a 
limit is exceeded, must rework the papers. There is, therefore, no additional burden 
on the faculty member. 
 
 

Yes, Turnitn is important like an usefull tool to find the plagiarism in 
doctoral theses, research papers and so on that I have mentioned in my 
Letter to the editor, but Turnitin is under my opinion unnecessary lost of 
time for general practice student´s works in everyday faculty work. 
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