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PART1:Comments 
 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and 
highlightthatpart inthemanuscript.It ismandatorythat 
authorsshouldwritehis/herfeedbackhere) 

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingthe 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may 
be required for this part. 

The article contributes significantly to the discourse on the effects of industrial actions on university 
operations. It highlights the profound impacts of ASUU-FGN disputes on teaching, research, and 
overall university output. The findings, supported by quantitative data, provide actionable insights for 
policymakers and stakeholders in education. Moreover, the study bridges gaps in understanding how 
these disputes affect the broader educational ecosystem in Nigeria. 

 

Isthetitleof thearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternative title) 

Thetopic,"ImpactofASUU-FederalGovernmentofNigeria(FGN)DisputesonTeachingand Research on the 
Output of Public Universities in North-East Nigeria," is suitable and highly relevant to the educational 
sector in Nigeria, particularly in addressing the challenges of teaching and research in public 
universities. The choice of the North-East geopolitical zone provides a focused case studyin an area 
that has faced socio-economic challenges, making the study timely and significant. 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of 
somepointsinthissection?Pleasewriteyour 
suggestions here. 

Strengths: 
ClarityofObjectives:Theabstractsuccinctlyoutlinesthestudy'sobjectives,research questions, and 
hypotheses, giving a clear overview of the research focus. 
Methodology:Iteffectivelydescribestheresearchdesign,samplesize,instruments,and statistical methods, 
demonstrating a robust methodological framework. 
Key Findings: The abstract highlights significant results, showing a clear connection between the 
ASUU-FGN disputes and their impact on teaching and research outputs. 
ActionableRecommendations:Itprovidesspecific,actionablerecommendationsforaddressing the issues 
identified, enhancing the practical relevance of the research. 
Areasfor Improvement: 

1. ExcessiveMethodologicalDetail: 
Suggested Revision: "Using an ex-post facto survey design, data from 372 academic staff across 
seven federal universities in North-East Nigeria were analyzed with descriptive and inferential 
statistics." 

2. LimitedFocusonKeyFindings: 
Whilefindingsarementioned,theabstractcouldemphasizetheirimplicationsmorestronglyto attract interest. 
For example, how do the positive significant impacts affect stakeholders or policy? 
Suggested Addition: "These findings underscore the urgent need for policy reforms to stabilize 
academic activities and enhance university outputs." 

3. The keywords are relevant and reflect the main themes of the study. However, "Teaching" and 
"Research" are too broad; consider refining them for specificity, such as "Teaching Challenges 
in Nigerian Universities" and "Research Output in Higher Education." 

 

Isthemanuscriptscientifically,correct? Please 
write here. 

The manuscript is suitable for publication with revisions. Its focus on a critical and under- researched 
area provides a significant contribution to understanding and resolving higher education challenges in 
Nigeria. Byaddressingthe identified areas for improvement, the paper can be further refined to meet 
academic publishing standards. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If 
youhavesuggestionsofadditionalreferences, 
please mention them in the review form. 

Thereferences arerelevant,sufficientandcurrentbutinconsistentinformatting.Forinstance: 
1. URLsprovidedshouldbecheckedforaccessibilityandcompleteness. 
2. Thereferencesshouldconformtoasinglestyle,preferablythemostrecentAPAor MLA format. 
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Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticle suitable 
for scholarly communications? 

The language is generally academic but occasionally long-winded. Simplifying sentence structures and 
avoiding redundancy would enhance readability. For example: 
"The persistent ASUU strikes in Nigeria have disrupted school academic, left academic activities of 
universities disjointed, and distracted the normal learning process" could be rephrased to "Persistent 
ASUU strikes in Nigeria have disrupted academic activities, leaving universities disjointed and affecting 
learning processes." 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 1. There is need for a table indicating the list of the Universities involved, the population of each 
university and the sampled population. 

2. Thediscussioncouldbenefitfromcomparingfindingstostudiesfromother geopolitical zones in 
Nigeria or similar regions globally for broader applicability. 

3. Recommendationscouldbemorespecificandactionable,suchasproposingclear metrics for 
government funding or timelines for policy implementation. 

 

 
 

PART  2: 
 

 
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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