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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

Yes. It presents an overview and some discussion/concerns about issues 
related to the Design of Coding Toolkits for Young Learners in Developing 
Countries in Africa. 
 
Yes. 
 
Yes. 
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Yes. It could be more complete, it the literature review was mase using a 
systematic approach, like PRISMA or similar. 
 
Yes. 
 
Some typos must be corrected. Ex: Key words -> Keywords. Please check 
all the text. 
Conclusions, as it is, are more a summary. In conclusions you must make 
clear the big findings and future work. 
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