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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	· Corruption in all sectors is unwanted, and it has not spared education sector, therefore , this study is quite relevant.
· Seeking some strategies to eradicate corruption in the education sector would restore sanity and trust.

· The paper is vitally of significance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Quite suitable.
	

	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.


	· All is needed is to hear the pre-requisites of an abstract which are; findings, conclusions and recommendations. These were straight forwardly given by the author.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Given the methodological approaches adopted by the author, the analysis of data is evident that the paper was scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The author is quite conversant with the use of APA referencing style. However, modern trends emphasise placing the DOI wherever is given.
	

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


	· Excellent 
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	This is a publishable paper
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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