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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 few sentences regarding the 
importance this manuscript for scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The main aim of the study is to investigate the financial struggles of teachers. This is very important 
since it has implication for policy and practice. 

 

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

 

Title of the article is sound  

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

 

The abstract is sound  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The background is inadequate, the significance of this study should be captured. Why the need for this 
study? 
Again, the objective of the study is not clear? Author (s) should be clear on what financial realities 
mean. 
 
Su-sections are appropriate, however, the author (s) should Remove all sub-headings under ethical 
issues and write as on paragraph for all the ethical issues (2.7.1 to 2.7.10). 
2.3 Instrument 
…. the challenges they faced, the coping mechanisms employed, and the learning experiences 
encountered by the participants…. these are the objectives of the study, should also be seen in the 
introduction section. 
 
The author (s) should indent all excerpts from participants in results and discussion section. 
 

 

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

The author (s) did diligent work on this paper, the problem under study is very relevant. The approach 
used and the methods of data collection and analysis are very sound. The author (s) have addressed 
threats to internal validity and ethical issues. Presentation of findings and discussions are very sound. 
References referencing style is good. 
However, the study lacks a theoretical framework, and the objectives are not clearly stated. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestion of additional references, please 
mention in the review form. 
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References are sufficient and current   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Philip Dorsah 

Department, University & Country C. K. Tedam University of Technology and Applied Sciences, Ghana 

 
 
 


