Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_128433

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Teacher Appraisal And Its Relationship To Secondary School Academic Performance In Garissa Township Sub County, Kenya.

	Type of the Article
	


General guidelines for the 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 guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Journal type: Academic and scientific 

· Topic: It is advisable that the author be clear on the academic performance being talked about here, e.g. Students’ academic performance.

· Abstract – grammatical errors were notice e.g. 

(a) sentence 1 should be “the purpose of the study was to” or “the study examined.”

(b) student secondary school academic performance should be “secondary school students’ academic performance.” 

(c) In line 13 and apostrophe in “coefficients threshold” should be “Cronbach’s Alpha coefficient’s threshold

· Abbreviation S.C.D.E and TSC should be written in full when it is the first time it is written in the article then abbreviations later in the article. 

Background

· Delete one full stop after (Aguinis, 2009) they are two. 

· Line eleven should end with a full stop “failures in delivery of quality education.”

· In the last line of this background, there should be a comma between education and 2022 in citation. 

Statement of the problem 

· Good in form and content

· Replace moreo with moreover.

· Well done however, what is likely to happen (consequence) if the existing gap is not addressed? This is missing in this statement. 

Hypotheses 

· Article “the” is missing in the opening statement. “This study tested “the” following hypotheses

Literature review 

· This section is well done.

Research methodology 

· Correct the grammatical error in “the research used a census to use the entire target population) should read “used a census design to use the entire target population.”

Questionnaire validity and reliability

This section is clearly explained, however, should read: the study “tested for instrument validity” instead of the study tested for validity. 

Data analysis 

· The section is well done, however, let what is in the abstract match what is in this section. 

Findings 

· Apostrophe required at “teachers’ professional development.” This is missing.  

· It is recommended that after each table, the author indicates the source in the provided information. 

· Qualitative data is expected to be reported qualitatively verbatim or direct quotes or narratives.

· The researcher’s voice is missing.

· The researcher should also compare what the reviewed literature says about such findings. 

Hypothesis 2

· “Student secondary school academic performance” should be “secondary school students?
· After all table, source of information should be indicated.
· Secondary school student academic performance.

· “Student secondary school academic performance” should be “secondary school student academic performance.”
· For Table 5, qualitative reports need to be done qualitatively either as direct quotations or direct narratives the same way the participant/participants put them.
Discussions 

· In line 7, either “results” or “findings” should be used but not both together.

· In fourth last line after “ANOBA test revealed, there should be “that” then a P value…
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Celestine Ndanu Mwaniki

	Department, University & Country
	The Catholic University of Eastern Africa, Kenya


[image: image1.png]



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

