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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	i. The study will guarantee academic institutions efficient records management of information and minimize time wasted searching for documents.  

ii. It will enhance academic institutions to adhere to the legal and regulatory standards, leading to compliance and reduction of risk factors including penalties, lawsuits, and loss of reputation.
iii. Accurate records management enables reliable, timely information for decision-makers, which results in well-informed, efficient, strategic planning. 
iv. Good records management will help academic institutions decrease the likelihood of data loss, security breaches, and unauthorized access through the implementation of systematic policy and procedure for record management.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable for the study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract good but should not be written in future tenses like “Will”
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections of the study is fairly in line with research process. 

	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	i. The study adheres to established research methodologies and standards.
ii. The data collection methods are good.
iii. The study is transparent and free from biases.
iv. The study provides accurate and credible findings that contribute meaningfully to the body of knowledge in the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The references are sufficient, and there is currency in the references used in the work.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language quality is fairly good.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The entire work is good.
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	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)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Abaikpa, Udeme Anthony

	Department, University & Country
	Trinity Polytechnic, Uyo, Akwa Ibom State, Nigeria


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

