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the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

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

3. Isthe 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)

Yes. It is important, but it needs revision.

No. Teachers’ Attitude about the Integration of Technology in the Teaching Learning
Process

Yes, but the recommendation is left.

No. The statement of the problem section should be placed before the review of related
literature.

Yes, it is correct, but revision is needed.

No. See the comments in the introduction. How much only six references are enough? The

findings of the current research should be compared with the previously related researches.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, however revision is needed.

Optional/General comments

The authors should revise the manuscript to bring it into the expected standard.

1.

The introduction needs revision. Source is heeded for some points ( see the comments
from the manuscript

The problem is not stated well. Revise the statement of the problem section again.

The way you discussed is not followed scientific approach. Support your findings with
empirical evidences.

Add references accordingly. What you cited are very limited.
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