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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

The later part of the introduction captured the real objectives of the study but the researcher did not
indicate the research questions that would guide and give a focus to the collection and analysis of
the data. Therefore, | suggest he adds research questions to the introduction before the
methodology. This would point out the answers he is seeking to conclude on the subject matter of
the paper.

Secondly, the methodology is silent on the sample technique used in selecting the respondents. He
only mentioned “Complete Enumeration”. In the abstract, he indicated that a proportional random
sampling was used to select the 224 freshmen for the study. Abstract is supposed to be a summary
of the detailed work done in the article. But the methodology was very scanty and too simple on the
technique used in the selection of the respondents. | think the Author should present detailed
sampling technique than what he did.

Again, the Author stated two major classical test theories he used in the item analysis but declined
to explain each of the theories and how it applies to his research.

Also, | think there should be a summary of the work to enable people who don’t have time to read
through the article to read and comprehend what the article is about.

The Researcher did not indicate how he got access to his respondents. Students should be
allowed to participate in a research only after being permitted by the authorities of their
school. But there was no ethical consideration by the Author.

Minor REVISION comments

I think the sex of the respondents could also be needed.

Optional/General comments

| suggest he adds research questions to the introduction before the methodology. This would point
out the answers he is seeking to conclude on the subject matter of the paper.

. I think the Author should present detailed sampling technique than what he did.

The paper is good. | suggest it should be published after the corrections are done.
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Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

YES. The Author did not indicate any ethical consideration on how he got the
permission to talk to his freshmen for data collection.
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