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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1- Provide readers with more details about FDSE 
2- Rewrite the details about the sample to be included in one table according to 

the demographic variables. 
3- The researcher need to provide the methods used in constructing the 

questionnaire  
4- The researcher needs to provide the psychometric characteristics of the 

instrument.  
5- The discussion is too weak.  
6- The researcher needs to elaborate more about the effect of FDSE upon the 

educational reform either in discussion or in the conclusion. 
7- The researcher needs to justify that the increase in the students' number is 

resulted from the FDSE not from the increase of population growth rate. 
8- The conclusion needs to expand. 
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