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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 

 Is the opening paragraph the abstract or an introduction? Kindly specify. If an 
abstract, kindly check the minimum number of words for this section. Currently it 
has 270 words. Also check the line spacing and font type. 

 In the results and discussion, decide if to use frequency or percentages but not 
both. E.g., that 36 or 42% of the school heads had earned units in master’s 
program, 24 or 28% were master’s degree holders, 11 or 13% earned units leading 
to the doctorate degree, and 15 or 17% earned doctorate degree. 

 Information in this table is confusing. Kindly improve on its face validity. 
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 For Keywords- Check the acceptable number of words and arrange them 
alphabetically. 

 In introduction section, check the line spacing in this section especially between 
paragraphs to avoid a one sentence paragraph. 

 Improve grammar .eg., The underlies the dynamic nature of educational supervision. 
Avoid starting sentences with words such as….’if, as, etc 

 Information in this table 5 is confusing. Kindly improve on its face validity. 
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