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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)
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YES.

The research is relevant to this age of high level human interaction with computers. The
research is useful for school administrators to encourage them to maximize the potential of
technology in school management.

Topic is okay.

The abstract is fair, not adequately written. Abstract should not be paragraphed and should
preferably be in past tense. The abstract should include brief discussion about the
methodology, findings and recommendations.

Okay

Yes, but the hypotheses were not statistically tested and discussed. They were explained
descriptively, the tools used (ANOVA, T-test, Chi-square) were not clearly stated.

The references are sufficient but not recent. The Author(s) should include recent references
between 2013 and 2023

The researcher(s) should avoid short paragraphs, a paragraph should have a minimum of
three sentences.

Hypotheses 3 and 4 are not properly stated.

The researcher(s) should avoid the use of future tense like “we will” as though the paper is
a proposal paper

The methodology is too long. Irrelevant information should be removed

Other corrections and suggestions are indicated in the reviewed document
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communications?
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