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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

ABSTRACT  
Author need to mension « which sample size software tool» specifically used ??  is it PASS or other  
(i),(iii) I think between 1 & 3 there is (ii)2 , in numeration system. Pleas correct it . 
methodology 
Readers do not have sufficient knowledge about Ghanaian education system Particularly Teacher training 
program. While you are mentioning levels ( 100,200,300,and 400) , is that same as saying Level 1 , 2,3 and 4 or 
can we assume y1,y2,y3 and y4 ? so you need to make clear for readers.?? 
Questionnaire Items 
The nature of the questionnaire items that asking about PK, TK, CK, PCK, TCK, TPK, TPACK is not mentioned. 
How do we know the right question item is asked for PK items or TK items etc. I suggest the author to show this 
item in the Likert scale table in the result rather than the mean score for items. or author need to attach the 
questionnaire as an appendix, so that we feel confident on the outcome.  
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