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I see your manuscript is not really a research paper but a review to 

extol the virtues of TAM and mobile learning. There is a lack of 

specificity that permeates the entire analysis. 

The manuscript has little international aspect to it.    

The manuscript does not go into the conceptual and pedagogic 

design. 

The manuscript does not really offer a critical view of its attributes 

or areas for improvement. The manuscript is just descriptions and 

reviews. This paper has no real contribution. 

The discussions of TAM at the beginning do not reflect the most 

recent reflections about how to rethink mobile technology in the 

classroom. 

There is a lack of a strong conceptual framework and methodology 

in the study.  

This paper needs more literature to explain and conceptualise the 

claimed effects 
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