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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 
 

1. The topic did not reflect the contents. The contents deal with only major universities in 
Enugu State, not all the universities in the State,, talk less of the entire  Enugu State. 
Therefore, it should be recasted. 
 
2. Akpan (2014), Oshinaie and Adekunmisi (2012), Higggins (2003), Wheeler (2000), Okiki 
and Asiru (2011), Sharma (2009), Salaam and Adegbore (2010), Ansari and Zuberi (2010) 
and Bashorun, Isah and Adisa (2011) were cited but not listed. Thus, should be listed.   
 
3. Wheeler (2001) was listed but not cited. 
 
4. One UNESCO (2002) was cited but two were listed. The one not applicable should be 
deleted. 
   
3. Lines 22 - 24, reference needed. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Lines 108 – 118, 135 – 144 and 159 – 171 repeated the results already presented in 
their respective tables instead of picking the few most important ones and discuss the 
results. Thus, should be recasted. 
 
2. Table 1 shows that in most cases, higher proportion of students than that of lecturers in 
the institutions stated that there is availability of ICT facilities in the institutions. What are 
the reasons and implications of this?   
 
3. Tables 2b-d indicated that on the average, students in the institutions are more 
competent in using ICT facilities than their lecturers. What are the implications of this to the 
process of teaching and learning?. What should be done by the institutions to deal with the 
nuance?  
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