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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

      - 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. It will be good to cite past research to support author’s claim(s). It looks fallacious as there is no 
citation (line 23 – 38) where the author establishes the gap.  
 
2. Needs meticulous language editing to prevent typo and grammatical errors.  
e.g. 
Every customers need quality of products.  
 
Sources of data for conducting this research primary data has been used . 
 
In this studies we used Licker scales 
 
 
3. RQ 1: Has too many aspects in 1 research question 
 
How do Dire Dawa University teachers perceive quality of education, quality of teaching and quality of 
learning and the roles of teachers and students in the processes?  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
This study is timely and very relevant to education revamp. The findings are significant and will serve 
institutions and educators to be abreast with learners’ need. However, authors need to edit and 
ensure their clarity in presentation.  
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