
 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: Journal of Advances in Mathematics and Computer Science  

Manuscript Number: Ms_JAMCS_79641 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Modelling Dynamic Behaviour of Out-Patient Department Visits at the University of Cape Coast Hospital Using Time Series Analysis 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journaljamcs.com/index.php/JAMCS/editorial-policy ) 
 

 
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 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The paper is technically ok. The English language needs some editing, however. 
e.g. 
“The research paradigm employed in this study is positivism which emphasis on the 
objectivist approach.” (Data set under Materials and Methods) 
 
should be: 
“The research paradigm employed in this study is positivity which emphasizes on the 
objective approach.” 
 
“ARIMA modelling has gain popularity because…..” (under The Box-Jenkins (BJ) 
Methodology) should be “ARIMA modelling has gained popularity because…..” 
 
“The study has successfully identified a model that best fit….” (under Conclusions) 
should be: 
“The study has successfully identified a model that best fits…….” 
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