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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Authors discussed about computerized systems for admission in abstract. Which 
type? What is computerized systems for a reader with no knowledge about the field?  
Keywords are wrong. Students or challenges are not keywords. 
 
 
“The study aims to evaluate the computerized system used in admitting students 
into public colleges of education, with particular reference to the educational 
colleges affiliated with the University of Cape Coast.” This is a case study that you 
can mention in abstract. Therefore, you cannot generalize the whole conclusion to 
other educational institutions.   
 
Chapter 8 and 9 should be Conclusion not in conclusion and so on.  
 
In general, manuscript is a survey of the literature about computerized systems for 
education admission. I suggest to change title to a review or survey. I see that the study 
has one sample user study but it is not enough.  
Another option is that you summarize the first pages (almost more than half is talking about 
literature and background) into few, and make the paper as a case study.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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