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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

This report has a title which is difficult relating with its content. It informs about attitudes
of some postgraduate with respect to a particular use of a teaching technology.
However, title refers to teaching of digital immigrants.

So, first recommendation is to adequate title to content.

Theoretical framework is presented in the introduction section, referring to student-
centered education, and the following section, where the use of instructional screencast
as a teaching and learning tool is described.

Explaining how this tool serves to the purpose of designing teaching strategies based
upon the work of sudents would help to understand the relevance of the study.

Study proposes two objectives. The first one only requires registering birth date, so it
can be considered as an objective.

As for the second, it is fulfilled with the use of a questionnaire (adapted by the authors
from another) and presenting results through a descriptive table. Although
methodologically correct, this procedure has the problem that in this case only thirteen
students responded. This is the reason why results must be taken with prudence.
Authors highlight concordance of results with the ones of previous studies.
Conclusions’ section mention that “many digital immigrants have negative attitudes
toward technology.”, contrasting with results gathered. However, no bibliographical
reference is presented arguing about this sentence. So, it’s necessary to give one, or to
remove it.

Besides, when making recommendations, it's said that “...the study and literature have
demonstrated that screencasts can be an effective technology tool for learning in the
twenty-first century...” Since study refers to attitudes of students, it doesn’t demonstrate
anything. | suggest reformulating this section.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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