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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 
 

 
 
1-There are no matching between the title and the study work 
 
2-The abstract need modifications in recommendations and conclusion to b more 
clear  
3-No matching between keywords and title 
4-Absent of reliability and validity test 
5-Absent of pilot study 
6-Absent of scoring system and coding pattern in the tool 
7-Absent of research questions  
8-Absent of statistical design 
9-Absent of tables 
10-Absent of clear conclusion and recommendations 
 
 
 
 
 

 
1- Title of the study indicates that three instructional methods for 

teaching pathophysiology is compared. The study/article explains 
each method and compares them with each other.  

2- Titles: “Introduction” and “Conclusions will be added to the manuscript 
to make it clear. 

3- Key words are listed: 
Key words: blended learning, constructivism, andragogy, pathophysiology 

course in nursing, student success, course satisfaction, face-to-face teaching, 

and online education. 

4- validity and reliability are important part of every study. However, the 
terms are used in Quantitative studies. This was a qualitative study. In 
qualitative study, the general term “trustworthiness” of data applies. 
These are discussed in pg. 26 with associated references to support. 

5- Some studies start by doing a pilot project. However, my study 
explores the main topic and presents the original study. 

6- This was a qualitative study. Therefore, scoring system and numerical 
data was not used. However, the qualitative data, according to 
qualitative data analysis tradition was analyzed. The codes are listed 
and described in pp. 18-26. 

7- Research question was presented in pg. 15: “What are the learners’ 
perceptions of the educational experiences in the RN-BSN program in 
introductory pathophysiology course?” 

8- Again, this was a qualitative study which does not employ statistics. 
However, the design of study is discussed in pp. 15-16: 
Interpretive description was the qualitative methodological orientation 
used to address the research question “What are the learners’ 
perceptions of the educational experiences in the RN-BSN program in 
introductory pathophysiology course?” Grounded in naturalistic 
inquiry, interpretive description is a framework that guides 
researchers to maintain a path toward pragmatic versus theoretical 
findings when addressing applied problems (Thorne, 2008). An 
interpretive description qualitative method was chosen as the most 
appropriate and effective method for addressing the research 
questions guiding this study. This approach guides the researcher to 
move beyond a straight description of the phenomenon to an analysis 
that seeks to discover associations, relationships, and patterns within 
the data/meaning (Thorne, 2008). The interpretive description method 
is an emerging qualitative method with the flexibility to fit a variety of 
disciplinary perspectives (Thorne, 2008). By incorporating procedures 
from other qualitative methods, this method promotes a deep 
understanding of study data. 

9- A table will be added to present codes/categories/themes emerged 
from the data analysis. 

10- Discussion section elaborate on the conclusions. This section will be 
titled as “Conclusion” for the sake of clarity. 
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 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) 
 
 

 
IRB of the university granted permission to conduct the study. The study 
conducted in strict adherence to the ethical research standards. 

 
 


