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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	The chosen topic is highly relevant given the global emphasis on digital literacy and direction of education. This study will provide insightful information about technology integration, specifically the TPACK framework in English education. Several literatures on TPACK are usually associated to either Science and Mathematics education, this can be an additional literature to the limited sources of TPACK in the context of English education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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 concise. However, it is suggested to expand the abstract briefly to mention key findings, its implications, and recommendations. Also, “instructional strategies” may be omitted among the keywords.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A careful presentation of concepts on TPACK framework and its domain is suggested. The discussion on TPACK domains is incomplete and might produce misconception e.g., the there are other domains such as PCK, TCK,TPK, and Context knowledge that were not discussed/mentioned in the paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	INTRODUCTION

-
The introduction contains some generalizations and repetitive statements (e.g., the importance of education for national development). 

-
Streamline the introduction to focus on the research gap

CONCEPTUAL CLARRIFICATION

-
Are TPCK and TPACK the same construct? If yes, be consistent in using either TPCK or TPACK. I suggest using “TPACK (This is more recognized and acceptable construct in research community)

METHODOLOGY

-
Systematic review process is clearly stated.

-
Only two databases are mentioned – ERIC and Google Scholar. Consider expanding database coverage. Check also the spelling of “Google Scholar”.

-
There are inclusion/exclusion criteria, but there is little information about the quality assessment of included studies. Explicitly describe the tools or criteria used for quality appraisal of included studies.

-
Consider improving the diagram (Figure 1). For better understanding, arrange the boxes of the processes/stages to specific activity in selecting the articles to be included in the review

DATA SYNTHESIS

-
Mostly descriptive and mere narratives of the included studies. Incorporate a more critical comparison across studies and discuss the strength/limitations of the evidence base

FINDINGS & DISCUSSIONS

-
The findings are organized by research questions. There is a one-to-one correspondence of the research questions/objectives and the findings/discussion.

-
However, there is a little critical comparison and discussion provided. It would be better if summary table or matrix may be included to map or highlights key trends or contradictions for every question/objective

-
For SOP 1, expand discussion of the TPACK framework and check information/definition/interpretation provided for each major domain (PK, CK, and TK) including the TPACK itself. How about the other components of the TPACK framework e.g., PCK, TPK, TCK, and Context Knowledge?

-
For SOP 2, make a critical analysis of the different factors affecting teacher’s TPACK. 

-
For SOP 3, provide concise yet substantial discussion

-
For SOP 4, the discission provided seemed to focus on senior teachers only. Provide a general and concise discussion about the challenges to capture the bigger picture and situation

-
For SOP 5, include also discussion on the connection between these reforms and objectives to TPACK framework and its critical role to English 12 curriculum. 

CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMEDNATIONS

-
Should the conclusion section come after the findings and discussions section?

Consider rephrasing the conclusion and recommendation sections for clarity and conciseness.
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