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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback


	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 manuscript contributes to the scientific community by providing empirical evidence on the influence of Information and Communication Technology (ICT) on the professional skills acquisition of Office Technology and Management (OTM) students in polytechnics in Southwest Nigeria. The study enhances the understanding of how ICT supports the development of office administration, records management, and time management skills, which are essential for workforce readiness in the digital era. Its findings offer valuable insights for researchers, educators, curriculum developers, and policymakers seeking to strengthen ICT integration in vocational and higher education. Furthermore, the study provides a foundation for future research on technology-enhanced professional education and contributes to the ongoing discourse on improving graduates' employability and digital competencies in developing economies.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback(Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the focus of the study, including the independent variable, dependent variable, target population, and study area.
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The abstract effectively summarizes the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, conclusion, and recommendations, providing readers with a complete overview of the study.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The selected keywords are relevant and adequately represent the major concepts and scope of the research.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The introduction is comprehensive, logically organized, and provides sufficient theoretical and empirical background while clearly identifying the research gap.
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The research objectives and corresponding research questions are clearly stated and are well aligned with the purpose of the study.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The literature review incorporates recent and relevant studies, demonstrating a good understanding of current developments related to ICT and professional skills acquisition.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The research design, sampling procedure, data collection instrument, reliability testing, and analytical methods are appropriate and adequately described.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 3 – Satisfactory
The manuscript does not explicitly discuss ethical approval, informed consent, or participant confidentiality. Including an ethics statement would strengthen the study.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The findings are presented in a logical sequence with clear explanations and appropriate interpretation of the statistical results.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	Rating: 4 – Good
The tables effectively support the presentation of results, while the conceptual model is relevant. However, the figure could be presented more clearly with improved formatting.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The discussion appropriately compares the study findings with previous research and clearly demonstrates how the results align with existing literature.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The conclusions are directly supported by the findings and are consistent with the objectives and results of the study.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 2 – Needs Improvement
The manuscript does not explicitly discuss the limitations of the study. Including study limitations and suggestions for future research would improve its scholarly value.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The manuscript contains an adequate number of relevant and recent references that support the theoretical framework and discussion.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 – Excellent
The manuscript is written in clear, coherent, and understandable academic language. Only minor grammatical and formatting revisions are recommended before publication.
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback(It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Yes
The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic by examining the influence of Information and Communication Technology (ICT) on the professional skills acquisition of Office Technology and Management (OTM) students in Southwest Nigeria. The study is well structured, employs an appropriate research methodology, and presents findings that are supported by the data. The literature review is relevant and incorporates recent studies, while the discussion effectively relates the findings to previous research. However, the manuscript would be further strengthened by explicitly including a section on study limitations and an ethics statement describing ethical approval, informed consent, and participant confidentiality, where applicable. Additionally, minor language editing and formatting improvements would enhance the overall readability and presentation of the manuscript. Subject to these minor revisions, the manuscript is suitable for publication.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	No
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