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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the level of knowledge and gender disparities in computer-aided design (CAD) for garment pattern making among students in Colleges of Education in Delta State, Nigeria. It contributes to the growing body of research on integrating technology into fashion education, highlighting areas where improvements are needed to enhance digital literacy and practical skills. The findings can inform curriculum development, ensuring that students receive adequate training in CAD applications to meet industry demands. Additionally, the study’s recommendations emphasize the need for hands-on training, which can help bridge gender gaps and improve overall competency in garment pattern design.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is clear.  However, it could be more concise and engaging. Here's a suggestion:
“Integrating Computer Technology in Garment Pattern Making: A Case Study of Colleges of Education in Delta State”
This revised alternative title focuses on the essential elements, making it clearer and more engaging while maintaining the core focus of the study.
	

	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.


	The abstract of the article is quite comprehensive, covering the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings and recommendations. However, there are areas where improvements can be made to enhance its comprehensiveness and clarity. Here are some suggestions:
1. The abstract states that three research questions were examined, but it does not specify them. A brief mention of the focus of these questions e.g., levels of knowledge, gender differences etc. would improve clarity.

2. The phrase "Mean and standard deviation were used to answer the research questions while independent samples t-test was used to test the hypothesis" is repeated. The redundant sentence should be removed.

3. While the study found that students had a high level of CAD knowledge, it would be helpful to briefly mention what aspects of CAD (besides awareness and pattern printing) they excelled in.

4. The abstract highlights male students' high performance but does not explicitly state how female students performed. Briefly mentioning their performance would give a more balanced view.

5. The recommendation suggests "more hands-on training sessions and workshops," but it would be helpful to specify whether these should be compulsory or elective and whether they should target both genders equally.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically structured. However, to ensure scientific rigor and clarity, ere are a few concerns regarding its accuracy and clarity:

1. The methodology mentions that "There was no sampling due to the manageable size of the population." However, stating that the entire population (91 students) was studied means a census was conducted rather than a sample-based study. This should be clarified.

2. The research design is described as a "descriptive survey," but if a hypothesis was tested, it may be more accurately classified as a quasi-experimental or comparative study.

3. The abstract states that Mean and standard deviation were used to answer the research questions but then repeats this point unnecessarily. Also, stating that the hypothesis was tested with t-test at 0.05 level of significance lacks detail-was it a one-tailed or two-tailed test?

4. The sample size (91) is relatively small for drawing generalizable conclusions, particularly when making gender-based comparisons. Reporting effect sizes (e.g., Cohen's d) would strengthen the findings.

5. The conclusion that students have a high level of knowledge in CAD for garment pattern making is strong but lacks supporting data (e.g., mean scores or percentage levels).

6. The claim that male students performed highly, particularly in CAD awareness and pattern printing should be backed by statistical values showing the difference in mean scores.

7. The phrase computer technology in CAD” is redundant; CAD itself is a computer-based technology. Instead, it would be clearer to state knowledge of CAD software for garment pattern making.
8. Male students performed highly- this phrasing could be more precise, such as Male students demonstrated significantly higher CAD awareness and pattern printing skills than female students (p-value).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the list are generally recent and address topics related to computer-aided design (CAD) in garment pattern making, digital literacy, gender disparities and ICT adoption in education. However, there are some areas that could be strengthened:
1. While several studies discuss ICT and digital literacy, more references specifically addressing CAD software in garment pattern making would be beneficial. A few older sources (e.g., from 2000, 2008, 2010, 2011, 2014) may need to be reconsidered unless they provide foundational knowledge or theoretical background.
2. Look for studies that evaluate the effectiveness of CAD tools in fashion education, not just general digital literacy.
3. Incorporating references that discuss CAD applications in the fashion industry (not just education) could provide a broader perspective.
4. Books or journal articles on CAD software like Lectra, Gerber or CLO 3D in professional garment production would be useful.
5. While most references focus on Nigeria, adding international perspectives from journals like International Journal of Fashion Design, Technology and Education or Fashion and Textiles could provide a comparative framework.

Suggested Additional References:

· Liu, Y. & DeLong, M. (2021). The impact of computer-aided design on garment pattern accuracy: A comparative study. Fashion and Textiles, 8(1), 56-70.

· Zeng, X. & Koehl, L. (2020). Integration of CAD tools in fashion education: Challenges and prospects. International Journal of Clothing Science and Technology, 32 (4), 110-125.

· Shen, J. & Wang, L. (2022). Adoption of 3D virtual garment technology in education: A case study on CLO 3D. Journal of Textile Engineering & Fashion Technology, 9 (2), 34-48.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally understandable for conveying the intended message, but it requires significant improvements for grammatical errors and awkward phrases to meet the standards of scholarly communication. 
1. The article contains several grammatical errors and awkward sentence structures. 

Example: "This study examined knowledge of computer technology in CAD for garment pattern   

                     making in Colleges of Education in Delta State, Nigeria and the extent to which gender 

                    influence such knowledge."
Suggested Revision: "This study examined the knowledge of computer technology in CAD for 

                                      garment pattern making in Colleges of Education in Delta State, Nigeria and 

                                      the extent to which gender influences such knowledge.”
2. The phrase "the extent to which gender influence such knowledge" should be "the extent to which gender influences such knowledge." (subject-verb agreement issue).
3. There are repeated phrases that could be streamlined. 
  Example: "Mean and standard deviation were used to answer the research questions while      

                  independent samples t-test was used to test the hypothesis. Mean and standard deviation 
                  were used to answer the research questions while the hypothesis was tested with t-test at 
0.05  level of significance."
         The second sentence is redundant. Instead, one concise statement suffices:                                           

             "Mean and standard deviation were used to analyze the research questions, while an independent   

              samples t-test was conducted to test the hypothesis at a 0.05 level of significance."
4. The paper should adopt a more formal and precise tone. 
   Example: "Garment pattern making, is one area of Home Economics under clothing and Textiles, 
                      which deals with construction of patterns, for making garments."

         Correction: "Garment pattern making is a subfield of Home Economics within Clothing and Textiles,     

                                 focusing on the construction of garment patterns."

5. The phrase "one area of Clothing and Textiles, that students claim to be difficult, tedious, time consuming and expensive" could be rewritten as: "Garment pattern making is often perceived by students as challenging, time-consuming and costly."
6. There are unnecessary commas and missing punctuation marks. 
Example: "However, Home Economics students are mostly female with very few males, therefore,   

                    Home Economics students both male and female are expected to acquire skills in garment 
                     Pattern making using CAD (Agadagba, 2019)."
         Correction: "However, Home Economics students are predominantly female, with very few males.  

                                Therefore, both male and female students are expected to acquire skills in garment 
                                Pattern making using CAD (Agadagba, 2019)."

7. Some ideas are not smoothly connected. For example, the transition from discussing CAD software to gender differences should be clearer.
8. The sentence "Gender could be described as being male and female." is too simplistic for an academic paper. A more refined version would be: “Gender, in this context, refers to the classification of individuals as male or female and its influence on technology adoption and usage."

	

	Optional/General comments

	The findings can also be compared with studies from other regions to determine whether challenges faced in Delta State are universal or context-specific.
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	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? 


	· 
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