






8/18/23, 11:18 AM Proof and Print Reviewer Comments

https://www.editorialmanager.com/ltia/default2.aspx 1/2

Indonesian Secular vs Madrasah Schools Assessing the Discrepancy in English Reading and Listening Tests

Revision Number 1
Masrul M, Dr, M. Pd

Back Edit Review Print Submit Review to Editorial Office

Recommendation: Major Revision

Transfer Authorization Response

If this submission is transferred to another publication, do we have your
consent to include your identifying information?

Yes

If this submission is transferred to another publication, do we have your
consent to include your original review?

Yes

Custom Review Question(s): Response
Level of interest
Please indicate how interesting you found the manuscript:

An article of importance in its field

Quality of written English
Please indicate the quality of language in the manuscript:

Needs some language corrections before being published

Declaration of competing interests
Please complete a declaration of competing interests, considering the
following questions:

1. Have you in the past five years received reimbursements, fees,
funding, or salary from an organisation that may in any way gain or
lose financially from the publication of this manuscript, either now or
in the future?

2. Do you hold any stocks or shares in an organisation that may in any
way gain or lose financially from the publication of this manuscript,
either now or in the future?

3. Do you hold or are you currently applying for any patents relating to
the content of the manuscript?

4. Have you received reimbursements, fees, funding, or salary from an
organization that holds or has applied for patents relating to the
content of the manuscript?

5. Do you have any other financial competing interests?
6. Do you have any non-financial competing interests in relation to this

paper?

If you can answer no to all of the above, write 'I declare that I have no
competing interests' below. If your reply is yes to any, please give details
below.

'I declare that I have no competing interests'

Web of Science Reviewer Recognition. Springer Nature can send
verification of this review directly to a Web of Science researcher profile (a
subsidiary of Clarivate Analytics). If you would like to take advantage of this
service, please click on the “Yes” option below. Your name, email address,
title of the reviewed manuscript, name of the journal, and date of your
review submission (the “Review Data”) will then be transmitted to Web of
Science after the final decision on the manuscript has been made. If you
have already registered with Web of Science for a Web of Science researcher
profile (this service was previously known as “Publons”), they will notify you
of the receipt of this review and update your profile as per your settings and
their policy. If you are not registered with Web of Science, you will receive an
email from them asking you to register in order for them to be able to
recognize your review on your new profile page. Web of Science may use the
Review Data to generate derivative metadata for the benefit of Web of
Science and you as a reviewer, carefully considering the sensitivity of such
information. For example, Web of Science may verify your record as a
reviewer by updating your profile published on its webservice if you have
registered for such service or help editors to identify candidate reviewers.
Please find the details of processing in Web of Science’s privacy policy
https://clarivate.com/privacy-center/notices-policies/privacy-policy/

Yes

Reviewer Comments to Author

The abstract does not explain in detail regarding the population and sample size, but it only explains the entire sample. Therefore, it is necessary
to explain how much the total population and the technique used in sampling. The type of research must be explained as a type of quantitative
research, experimental type or correlation type.
In the introduction there are some deficiencies found such as theory related to reading and listening tests is still lacking, it is hoped that a more
detailed discussion of the theory will be discussed. In the introduction, it is necessary to have a more detailed discussion regarding the
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differences between Indonesian Secular vs Madrasa Schools.
The methodology used is appropriate and suitable and clear, there are research steps, the type of analysis is more detailed, the analysis used is
ANOVA, but the weakness lies in explaining the dependent and independent variables, as well as testing the hypothesis such as the normality
test and homogeneity test
In the research results section it is in accordance with the methodology, there is an analysis of each variable and the explanation is easy to
understand
On the other hand, there are some deficiencies in the discussion, such as the lack of discussion on the dependent variable and the discussion of
the dependent variable should be sharper.
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