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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. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
 
No 
 
Yes 
 
No 
 
No 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. The paper contains several grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies in 

language usage. For instance, there are issues with subject-verb agreement, unclear 

pronoun references, and awkward sentence structures. A thorough proofreading and 

editing process is necessary to enhance clarity and professionalism. 

2. Some statements lack proper citations to support the claims made. For example, when 

discussing challenges faced by COEs, specific studies or sources should be referenced to 

lend credibility to the arguments. 

3. The methodology section lacks depth and clarity. The paper mentions a trend study with an 

exploratory design but provides minimal information about the data collection process, 

sample size determination, or data analysis methods. A more comprehensive explanation 

of the research methodology is needed for the study to be replicable and credible. 

The paper relies heavily on anecdotal evidence, such as direct quotes from individuals associated 
with COEs. While these perspectives are valuable, a more balanced approach incorporating 
quantitative data or a broader range of qualitative sources would strengthen the study. 
 
Recommendations for Improvement: 

1. Language and Grammar Check: A thorough proofreading and editing process is crucial to 

eliminate grammatical errors, improve sentence structures, and enhance overall readability. 

Consider seeking assistance from a professional editor. 

2. Provide a more detailed explanation of the research methodology, including data collection 

procedures, sample selection criteria, and data analysis methods. This will enhance the 

transparency and reliability of the study. 

3. Properly cite relevant studies or sources to support the statements made, especially when 

discussing challenges faced by COEs. This strengthens the academic rigor of the paper. 

4. Incorporate a more diverse range of data sources to support the study's findings. Consider 
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supplementing anecdotal evidence with quantitative data or additional qualitative 

perspectives to provide a more comprehensive view. 

5. Expand the literature review to include more recent and relevant studies, particularly those 

addressing challenges in teacher education and the effectiveness of similar programs 

globally. 

6. Define and clarify key terms and concepts, such as "Supported Teaching in Schools" and 

"National Teachers' Standards," to ensure a common understanding among readers. 

7. Do not paragraph the abstract, change it to single line spacing. 

8. Correct the spelling of Key words to “Keywords”  

9. Arrange the keywords alphabetically (start with: Fact, Fears…) 

10. Correct all in-text citation to confirm with APA 7
th
 edition 

11. Some references are obsolete such as (Acheampong (2003)). Get recent citation, at least a 

decade 

12. One research question is too small for an international publication. Add two more objectives  

13. Separate the implication of the study with conclusion. 

14. Your recommendations are more than one. Correct the title to “Recommendations” 

Addressing these recommendations will contribute to the overall quality and credibility of the paper, 
making it more impactful and persuasive in addressing the research questions. 
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