Review Form 3

Journal Name:

Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies

Manuscript Number:

Ms_AJESS_123979

Title of the Manuscript:

The Impact of Teachers’ Professionalism on the Alignment between Syllabus content and Classroom Instructions: A case Study of Few Selected Secondary
schools in Mvomero District

Type of the Article

Created by: DR

Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




Review Form 3

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 article indeed reports significant contribution to the teachers’ professionalism area. The literature is
quite extensive; however, minor revision is needed on reporting the qualitative findings. The findings
were reported in quantitative manner which contributed to confusion and lack of clarity.

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

| would suggest restructuring the title to:

The Influence of Teacher Professionalism on the Alignment between Syllabus Content and Classroom
Instruction: A Case Study of Selected Secondary Schools in Mvomero Distric

to demonstrate clarity and clear interpretation of the study.

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.

The abstract is well-articulated. Please improve this sentence as it neglects the qualitative reporting
style. ........ It showed a significant positive correlation between teacher professionalism and the
alignment of classroom instruction with syllabus content. Higher levels of professionalism among
teachers lead to better alignment...........

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Please consider moving the conclusion section to be at the end of the article, right before suggestion
for future study.

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 article demonstrates substances in teachers’ development research area and robustness in data
collection and analysis of qualitative analysis. The way of reporting the qualitative analysis report can
be improved in terms of format of reporting and standard of writing.

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

Yes. However, strong recommendation to improve the reference section. Most references are not
aligning with APA 7" edition:

https://owl.purdue.edu/owl/research_and_citation/apa_style/apa formatting_and_style guide/apa cha
nges 7th_edition.html

See attached document for some examples of completed reference.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Suitable and well-demonstrated.

Optional/General comments

The rest of the comments and suggestions are listed in track-change in the document. Please address
and do necessary correction as suggested.
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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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