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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 research work is very limited in its scope of significance and implications. The data used is the responses for 
a questionnaire related to online teaching. There is no special statistical study on the data collected. There is no 
implications or usefulness of the results. The experiment part and the following discussion part is weak in terms of 
originality, significance and novelty. There is no special guidance for mathematics teachers on improving online 
teaching based on the findings. General findings are presented as guidelines. Any such data collected shall result 
in a similar set of responses and almost the same results. The suggestion is not only for Ghana and might be 
given for all the Government.   
There shall be improved statistical study and better focused results. Fruitful discussions shall be made with the 
results 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The entire manuscript shall be rewritten with suitable statistical study. Hence, there shall be any minor revisions. 
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