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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Having gone through this work, I want to congratulate the author for a job well done. 
However, the following comments should be considered for improvements: 
 

a. The keywords should be reduced. 
b. The organisation of the work should be included in the last paragraph of the 

introduction. 
c. The empirical review is okay but gaps in knowledge in one should have led 

to the second and the author should have been able to tell us what is still 
missing that needs to be included in his present study. 

d. The methodology is okay but I wonder where the last recommendation came 
from. If you have three findings, your recommendations should also be three 
in number.  

e. The work should be properly edited. For instance there is significant 
relationship Job satisfaction dimensions and teacher performance in Osun 
State, Nigeria should be revisited. 
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The reference format is okay and acceptable  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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