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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 
 
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. Are the 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) 
 

 
 
The script is fine overall and holds statistical relevance and value as it gives insight into 
teachers integrating tablets into teaching and learning in secondary schools in Zanzibar. 
Overall it seems to be on current reports and could be a good addition to the scientific 
community. 
 
The Title of the article though talks about the overall topic it could be better and catchy like,  
‘Digital Tablet Integration in Secondary Education: A Zanzibar Case Study’. The Default title 
also is good. 
 
The abstract is on point and comprehensive without side-talk which is good. A little bit of 
more key words in abstract could be added. 
 
Referencing not right, The references are sufficient and of recent years but the quoting of 
the references is not up to the mark and conventional, it is suggested to watch the previous 
published journals for reference. It should be by the number which will help the reader. no 
visual tables and Photo graphics were seen. some pictorial representation could be inserted 
like chart or graph etc. The text is long and could be compacted. Please Specify the tablets 
as digital tablets. Give Full form of ICT and give it some more elaboration. Give specific 
details about the place where the study was conducted For example School Names etc. For 
Example, specific questioners or different specific data could be added. Give specific 
recommendation for future in a different Section. Overall the structure is correct but could 
be better to enhance the quality. Small Punctuation formatting issues were found.  
 
The given manuscript is checked and no problems were found at the review, the 
suitable could use graphical representations to enhance the quality. Some graphical 
representations of the given could also be added to enhance quality. So we might say 
it seems to be scientifically correct. 
 
Referencing not right, The references are sufficient and of recent years but the quoting of 
the references is not up to the mark and conventional, it is suggested to watch the previous 
published journals for reference. It should be by the number which will help the reader. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
It is suggested to write it in a passive format to make it more neutral in language ‘I’, ‘We’ these kind 
of language might be avoided. Quality is fine enough but could be upgraded. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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