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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 
 

 
References: The citation in the text there are not in the References¡ And  the  references 
are not used in the text¡  
 

The Research Question: Research questions are answered but specific 
objectives must be eliminated because the methodology of research does not allow 
achieving the fulfilment of these objectives except for the second which is the same 
as the RQ 2. 

 
 
 
The authors quite agree with the reviewer and the necessary corrections 
have been effected. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There are not enough contextualization about violence in Nigeria or in the Higher Education 
System. 
 

 
The authors quite agree with the reviewer and the necessary corrections have 
been effected. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Hypothesis: Violence as perceived by students.    

More information and results are needed to prove the hypothesis. 
 
The conclusion is obvious 
 
Recommendations are very general and do not indicate the presence of a defined 
conceptual framework. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
The authors quite agree with the reviewer and the necessary corrections have 
been effected. 
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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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