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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

The importance of this manuscript is that it talks about strategic practices that enhance 
performance in public secondary schools.  I like it because it is aimed to improve performance 
in pubic secondary schools. I also like since is scientifically researched.  

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

No. It is too wide. The writer could have narrowed it to some aspects of school performance and 
also could have focused on one region(Mwanza) rather than the whole country (Tanzania) 
Alternative title:  
THE INFLUENCE OF STRATEGIC ANALYSIS PRACTICES ON SELECTED ASPECTS OF 
SCHOOL PERFORMANCE IN PUBLIC SECONDARY SCHOOLS IN MWANZA REGION TANZANIA: 
A REFLECTION TO THE STRATEGIC PLANNING MODEL 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

It is ok, it is comprehensive  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? The introduction lacks significance of the study, no need of numbering the subtitles, The 

abbreviations and acronyms are not indicated. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The introduction is flat (it doesn’t raise issues that prevailed the study. The reviewed literature 
does not come from empirical studies. I wish he had used empirical studies. The researcher 
does not explain the gap in the literature review.  The study talks about students’ academic 
performance yet the students are not among the participants, I wish they could be participants 
too. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Generally they are ok. However some of them are too old (2011, 2012 1nd 2013).  These can be 
replaced with more recent ones.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

The language is fine.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

It is a good paper. The writer needs to in cooperate the above suggestions  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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