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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This journal discuss about teacher and students perception in the use of Digital Tools in English Language Instruction at Secondary school in Ibadan Metropolis Nigeria. The writer used survey research design with questionnaire as the instrumentation. One question come up, was the questionnaire valid and reliable? She tried to use random sampling in choosing the sample both of the teachers and the students. How did the writer took the samples? 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not really. Why don’t the writer used word “perception” to replace the “disposition”?  I suggest “Perception of Teachers and Students in Using Digital Tools  on English Language Instruction at Senior Secondary Schools in Ibadan Metropolis Nigeria”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, it is. The content is suitable with the title. But the statement of the problem didn’t state. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is. But it is not suitable with the template of the journal that consists of Title, Abstract, Keywords, Introduction, Materials and Methods, Result and Discussion, Conclusion, Acknowledgement. Revise it!
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, they are not. Just mention the references that really used in the manuscript. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, no problem with the language. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The writer should :
1. Revise the manuscript based on the journal’s template.
2. State the problem in the abstract.
3. Check the miss typing.
4.  Revise the references that stated only in the manuscript. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	No
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