
 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports 
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJARR_90817 
Title of the Manuscript:  

The extent of school-industry collaboration for achieving technical education graduates’ industrial usability in Cross River State 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalajarr.com/index.php/AJARR/editorial-policy ) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The paper examines an interesting issue, but it needs the following: 1) to add more 
literature/references, 2) the references in the text are not well presented (for example 
[1] mentioned…this is not the right way, 3) in the literature part, we do not mentioned 
too many information such as the statistical method…we mention only the main 
findings, 4) the conclusion part should be extended and to add also a discussion 
part in order to discuss the findings of the study, 5) at the end, a part about the 
“Limitations of the study and suggestions for future research is needed. 
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Dear author, this paper examines an interesting issue, but it needs the following: 1) 
to add more literature/references, 2) the references in the text are not well presented 
(for example [1] mentioned…this is not the right way, 3) in the literature part, we do 
not mentioned too many information such as the statistical method…we mention 
only the main findings, 4) the conclusion part should be extended and to add also a 
discussion part in order to discuss the findings of the study, 5) at the end, a part 
about the “Limitations of the study and suggestions for future research is needed. 
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