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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Being a review paper, | expect more references in the paper.

Although the paper follows the direction of qualitative research, more data
(possibly charts) from existing research can be employed to support some of the
claims made in the paper — this will improve the quality of paper.

The authors presented the COVID-19 outbreak as a key motivation for this paper.
However, these were mentioned in the passing. More detailed reviews in this light
will be necessary.

The paper lacked concrete examples of the nature of digital transformation Nigeria
might need. | recommend that the authors review a few digital transformations in
education such as “blended learning practised in the UK” and narrow this
discussion down to how these could apply to Nigeria.

The paper did not elaborate how factors such as the Internet penetration, digital
divide, lack of infrastructure, technological literacy, and so on can affect their
proposal for digital transformation.

The paper contains little or nothing with respect to efforts of Nigerian government
towards educational digital transformation in Nigeria

Minor REVISION comments

Authors should be consistent with either the American or the British styled English
in their writings. For example, it is either “digitisation” or “digitization”.

The article requires two or more rounds of review by the authors to improve the
quality of English used in the paper.

The paper has to be sectioned properly to make it easier to read.

Optional/General comments

The topic is an important area of discussion but the authors require to expand the scope a
little more as well as engaging in more detailed literature.
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