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Review Form 1.7

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)

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

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

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)

1. The manuscript is likely important for the scientific community because it discusses the
role of ICT in enhancing language education for students with special needs in Nigeria.
This is a relevant topic that can improve the lives of these students.

2. The article is suitable because it accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.

3. The abstract is comprehensive because it summarizes the main points of the article,
including the benefits of ICT for students with special needs, the challenges of using ICT in
Nigeria, and recommendations for successful implementation.

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript appear to be appropriate. The
manuscript is divided into clear sections that logically flow from one topic to the next.

5. The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the information presented.
The authors cite relevant sources to support their claims. However, it is important to note
that | am a large language model and cannot definitively assess the scientific accuracy of
the manuscript.

6. The references are mostly sufficient in terms of covering the topic, but there could be room
for improvement on recency

Minor REVISION comments

1.

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, the language/English quality of the article is mostly suitable for scholarly communications.
Here's a breakdown of the strengths and weaknesses:
1. Strengths
Formal tone and appropriate vocabulary
Uses references to support claims
Well-organized structure
Weaknesses
Some grammatical errors (e.g., missing commas, subject-verb agreement issues)
A few instances of informal language ("tear" instead of "tears" in the funding section)
Repetitive sentence structure in some places

cTpNOTY

Optional/General comments

General comments
Here are some general comments on the article:

e Strengths: The article provides a good overview of the potential benefits of using ICT in
language education for students with special needs in Nigeria. It covers a variety of
challenges and offers recommendations for overcoming them.

e Weaknesses: The article could be strengthened by providing more specific examples of
how ICT is being used in Nigerian schools for students with special needs. It could also
delve deeper into the specific challenges faced by different disability groups (e.g., hearing
impaired vs. learning disabled).

e Additional recommendations:

0 Consider condensing the introduction and conclusion to focus more on the core
arguments.

o Ensure in-text citations match the reference list.

o0 Proofread carefully to eliminate grammatical errors and inconsistencies.
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PART 2:

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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