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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The author failed to follow the structural guidelines for academic research. For 
instance:-  

(1) The statement of the problem was not well stated; after the introduction the 
statement of the problem follows, it is advisable to give it a section even if it is 
one paragraph for clarity sake. 

(2) The research question was not stated, it should normally come immediately after 
the objective. 

(3) The study lacked any theoretical explanation; every academic research should 
have a theory underpinning the study, you can adopt institutional theory for this 
study. 

(4) There are also no hypothesis or assumptions with which the study could be 
validated. 

(5) The is no section dedicated to literature review, as such there are no identifiable 
gap that should warrant the study. Except no academic work has been done on 
the subject, then can one be excused. 

For this study to be published, the researcher should incorporate these aspects of 
academic research to give it the quality academic works demand. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
I observed that the key words were defined  in the section dedicated to Results and 
Discussions.  This is an anomaly, definition of terms or concepts should be dedicated to a 
section of it’s own and not muddled up with Results and Discussion. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The referencing style is not very clear to me, I think the Journal should specify the referencing 
style it prefer. Either the APA or MLA referencing style should be communicated to all authors 
for uniformity. 
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