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1. The manuscript is very important for scientific community. There is no doubt that 

there are many countries revising their educational curriculum to meet the demand 
of 21st century students at all levels. It is crucial to discuss the study of mathematics. 

 
2. The title is suitable (The effectiveness of Know-Want-Learn (KWL) Strategy on 

Ghanaian Basic Five Pupils’ Achievements in Mathematics). 
 

3. The abstract of the article is comprehensive and shows the method and results. 
 

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. 
 

5. The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
 

6. There are more up-to-date international references. Authors should look for them so 
that the article has greater impact. 
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1. The use of the English language is adequate for a scientific work. 
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