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PART  1: Review 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	An interesting topic that seeks to to explore the spatial distribution, intensity, and key determinants of AI integration in educational institutions across the southeastern geopolitical zone of Nigeria. The paper has attempted to unravel where and why there are disparities in the adoption AI in the southeast region of Nigeria. A relevant investigation that highlights a current critical issue namely AI adoption in education. 

 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is suitable


	

	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 comprehensible and covers all the key elements required in an abstract. Nevertheless, it is too long (286 words). The researcher is invited to reduced it to 250 words. 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. Indeed, the paper covers all the key sections and subsections required for a good scientific paper. 
 
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct as it emphasizes specific issues in light of a relevant theory.
It is scientifically robust because the method as well as the theories used are appropriate. 
The manuscript sounds technically robust because the data has been analysed and interpreted. 

	

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

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The researcher has framed 5 objectives, 5 research questions  and 5 hypotheses. It is important to note that this is an article not a PhD dissertation. So, the researcher is invited to kindly limit the objectives, research questions as well as the hypotheses to 3. 
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	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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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