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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it sheds light on teachers' perceptions and attitudes towards the Double-Track Educational System (DTS) in Ghana, a novel approach in addressing educational infrastructure challenges. By exploring how teachers, as key stakeholders, view and interact with the DTS, the paper provides valuable insights into the system's strengths and areas for improvement. I appreciate the manuscript's focus on a practical, real-world issue in education, its use of quantitative methods, and the potential for its findings to inform policymakers and educational planners. However, it could benefit from further analysis of how these perceptions might impact student outcomes in the long term.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Teachers’ Perception and Attitude Towards the Implementation of the Double-Track Educational System in the Upper Denkyira East Municipality Central Region-Ghana", is clear but somewhat lengthy. To improve readability and focus, I suggest a more concise alternative:

"Teachers’ Perceptions and Attitudes on the Double-Track Educational System: A Case Study from Upper Denkyira East, Ghana"

This title maintains the key elements but is more succinct and emphasizes the case study approach.


	

	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 is generally comprehensive but could benefit from adding a brief context on why the Double-Track System (DTS) was implemented in Ghana. Additionally, the conclusion could be more specific, emphasizing how the findings can inform educational policy and teacher involvement in similar reforms. Removing specific statistical data like p-values in the abstract can make it more concise and impactful.


	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are generally appropriate. The study follows a logical progression with clear sections for the introduction, methods, results, and discussion, which align with standard research formats. However, a few areas could be improved:

1. Methods Section: This is well-structured, but it could benefit from separating the sampling and data collection subsections more distinctly to enhance clarity.

2. Discussion: Consider dividing the discussion into smaller subsections to address specific findings in relation to existing literature more clearly.

3. Conclusion: Ensure the conclusion succinctly summarizes the key findings, implications, and recommendations, as it is crucial for reinforcing the study's contributions.

Overall, the structure works well, but these minor adjustments could improve readability and focus.


	

	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.
	This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its clear methodology and appropriate use of statistical tools to analyze the data. The sampling method, using a lottery system, ensures randomization and reduces bias, which strengthens the validity of the results. Additionally, the use of SPSS for data analysis and the inclusion of statistical significance tests (p-values) indicate that the findings are well-supported by empirical evidence. The reliability and validity checks, such as the Cronbach alpha score, further enhance the credibility of the questionnaire used, ensuring consistency in the data collection process.
	

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

-
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient, but many seem to be older, with a few going back several decades. For a contemporary issue like the Double-Track Educational System (DTS), incorporating more recent literature from the last five to ten years would strengthen the paper and ensure relevance to current educational debates and practices.

Suggestions:

1. Include recent studies on educational systems and reforms, particularly those addressing double-track or shift systems in other countries.

2. References on teacher perceptions and attitudes towards educational reforms from the past 5-7 years would add more context and make the analysis more current.

By integrating these more recent studies, the manuscript will be more aligned with the latest findings and trends in the field.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language quality of the article is generally understandable, but it could benefit from some refinement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. While the main ideas are clearly conveyed, there are occasional grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies in tense that may distract readers. Additionally, improving the clarity and flow of certain sections, such as the results and discussion, would enhance readability.

A thorough copy-editing process is recommended to correct these issues and elevate the manuscript to a more polished, academic level.
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