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Review Form 1.6

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

The research was well thought, but the author has to do his home work in the area of presentation. To this the author should go
through the whole work and apply the corrections as indicated. Those in RED should be deleted while those in BLUE apply. There are
ones with underlines with specific instructions as a guide to the author. Specifically, the author should:

1. Re-write the abstract as directed and include method used in analyzing the data collected. The author should delete all the marked

sub-headings in RED as well as all the words marked in RED and bracketed and apply those words in BLUE. The abstract should be
coordinated with appropriate sentences. He should also indicate the method used to analyze the data collected

2. The author should note that the keywords were incomplete therefore should include all indicated.

3. Some of the paragraphs in the introduction are two short so should be joined to make the whole ideas coherent and for good
reading. The author should see the area indicated in red and effect the correct.. The author should mention the name of author(s)
when he is quoting directly not including the year of publication which is quite different from Para-phrasing the words of an author
when you can then number [ ]

4. There is need for a literature review on ICT integration in teaching and learning as what was contained in the introduction was
scanty.

5. In the methodology, the research design should come before any other thing. The methodology calls for restructuring so that the
whole method should be in the sequence of which comes first in line with application and procedure. The author should follow the
guide given in the main work.

6. The sub-heading ‘Results’ should rather be ‘Data Presentation and Analysis’

7. The author cannot be analyzing data that are 20 miles away. In the first instance, the author need to present the data collected to
enhance the analysis. Analysis of data goes in block and not as seen in short paragraphs as the author has done. The author should
first present the data in table before the analysis for proper understanding of the result. The data should be well presented in tables
with well designed columns and rolls showing specifically the cell for each datum and not as seen presented in the main work.

8. The conclusion should start with a sentence of outcome of the study. (See example give in the main work).
9. The author should go through the references and add the initials of authors where omitted and punctuate where needed.

10.Finally, | suggest the title be reframed to be: ‘School Mathematics Teachers’ Perception of the integration of Information and
Communication Technologies (ICTs) in Teaching and Learning: A Survey’

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’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 ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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