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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 highly relevant to the scientific community, particularly in the fields of educational technology, teacher training, and English as a Foreign Language (EFL). It contributes valuable insights into the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) within the Omani context, highlighting key barriers and enablers to the adoption of synchronous online teaching (SOT). The mixed-methods approach enhances the robustness of the findings, and the study offers practical recommendations for educational policy and professional development strategies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly indicates the focus population, the subject of reluctance, and the geographical context. It is informative and reflective of the content discussed in the manuscript.


	

	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 is mostly comprehensive. However, it can be improved by explicitly stating the main quantitative and qualitative findings and mentioning the methodological approach more concisely. Additionally, the term 'Sig > 0.05' is likely a typo and should be reviewed, as p-values greater than 0.05 typically indicate non-significance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research questions are well-defined, and the use of the TAM framework is appropriate. The mixed-methods design is well-executed, and data analysis (both quantitative and qualitative) is comprehensive. Tables and regression analysis results are clearly presented and interpreted.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are both sufficient and up-to-date. The authors cite relevant literature, including foundational and contemporary sources. However, more recent studies post-2022 on SOT and teacher training in the Middle East could further strengthen the discussion section.


	

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


	Yes, the English language is appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical inconsistencies and repetitive phrases can be edited for improved clarity.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-structured and relevant to current educational challenges. Consider integrating a visual summary of the TAM model variables and outcomes for clearer reader understanding.
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