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Compulsory REVISION comments

This research identify the factors affecting against the integration of ICT in
effective teaching and learning TVET and proposed

The abstract of this paper should be summarized and improved by rewriting the
problem which consist of objective to achieve, method used, contribution and
future work.

It is advisable to change the sub-section Title to -> Introduction, Related Work in
ICT and TVET, Proposed Factors in militating the integration of ICT in TVET and
Conclusion and Future Work. Hence, the formatting has to be rectified. The Future
work should be placed in Conclusion.

The major problem with this paper is that there is no data involved. The content in
each section is informative, however this journal is reporting. Should have some
data related in each proposed factor (some statistic data) and analysis element
presented so that proposed factors is meaningful. Hence the significant
contribution of these research are not really justified. Mostly due to no analysis
element.

It is also advisable if the factors can be summarized in a table and put it at the end
of Proposed sections, so that the issues can be clearly highlighted in the
discussion.

Overall, this paper is based on some good ideas and certain information are very
useful. However some of the information should be rearranged and organize so
that the useful finding can be conveyed easily to others researcher

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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