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PART 1: Review Comments

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 Your manuscript has too many pages (48 pages). Most scientific articles only range from 8 to 16 What you are saying is correct sir. Only, it is presented in this work the result
pages. Therefore try to reduce the number of pages of your Article. Unimportant and less of the observations made in relation to the practices of academic orders in
important descriptions should be deleted. Thank you. Cameroon. Many disturbing facts emerged and constitute relevant results to
Note: Please study the manuscript draft format from AJESS (Asian Journal of Education and Social be used not only in Cameroon, but also in all countries falling into such
Studies), follow the maximum number of pages allowed. difficulties. In this sense, if we consider as an example the pages ranging
In the Article Title from 10 to '18', there is presented the content of the programs of the subjects

LT . , , . selected within the framework of this work. So what you see there are
The_ Article's title shows the main cont'ent and_ purpose, is _sho_rt, informative and _ results. At the same time, they induce the beginning of the proposal which is
stra_ughtforwa_rd and captures the reader's attention. A short title is generally 7 to 12 words. Please consider discussed here, in particular the implementation of the interdisciplinary
revising the title of your Article. evaluation approach. It aims to bring everyone to realize that a
In the Abstract subsection reorganization of programs is possible, with the aim of bringing together the
(@) The abstract subsection generally contains the research background, research different pedagogical departments around the same themes. We could then
objective, research method, and research findings (explicitly stated). Please complete it. break down the barriers that have always existed between the pedagogical
(b) The number of words in the abstract is limited, generally 150 words to 250 words. Please adjust the [d€Partments in the educational system of Cameroon, thus delivering young
maximum words in the Abstract in your manuscript not to exceed the general normal limit and adjust it [P€OPI€ to idleness at the end of their academic course.
to the AJESS journal template format. o
The title is arranged
In the Introduction subsection
(&) The main research objectives need to be explicitly disclosed in the introduction _ The abstract too is corrected
subsection. Please complete it. The introduction is corrected
(b) The further writing structure of the manuscript should be illustrated in the last paragraph of the The conclusion is readapted
introduction. Please consider adding it.
(c) In the Introduction subsection, it is necessary to discuss related works from previous researchers (Related
works must demonstrate that previous related works differ from your current research). So you show
that your Article has the power and novelty of research that has never been studied before. Please add it
In the Conclusion subsection
In the Conclusion subsection, authors no longer need to conduct other discussions
except discussing the results of the research (answering the problem formulation or research objectives), the
novelties found from your research results, and
suggestions for further study.
Please revise it.
In the References subsection
(a) Journal references are dominated by old references, (journal references should use the latest journal
references under the last 5 years). It's better to just delete references that are over 15 years old and over.
Note: also consider adding new references that are not yet 5 years old.
(b) Consider removing references [13], [14], [15],[17, [22-24]. [29]]and [53-56], or replacing them with
references to other sources because these references are not suitable to be used as reference sources in
reputable scientific journals (Please cite books or articles that are the results of research published in Concerning the references subsection, | really think that it is always
scientific journals or proceedings) important to use old and new references for a better chronology of the
discoveries. Then, according to me, this makes wider the possibilities of
discussing the different results and avoid working on a topic published years
ago.
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
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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)
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