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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.


	This manuscript addresses a significant gap in the literature concerning the integration of technology in school management as opposed to the more commonly studied area of technology in instruction. By focusing on junior high school teachers in the Nyohini Educational Circuit of Ghana, it contributes crucial empirical data on teacher perceptions and willingness to adopt administrative technologies. It leverages the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) and the Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology (UTAUT), providing a theoretical and practical framework relevant to educational policy makers, school leaders, and technology developers. The study's insights can support targeted interventions and professional development programs in similar low- to middle-income contexts.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear, informative, and reflects the key variables and context of the study. 

It captures the focus on perceived usefulness, teachers' willingness, and school management technology integration in a specific educational institution in Ghana.
	

	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 reasonably comprehensive, covering the theoretical basis, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. 
However:

-Suggestion for addition: Briefly mention the objectives of the study and highlight the theoretical frameworks (TAM & UTAUT) earlier.

-Suggestion for deletion or using another term: Some phrasing (e.g., “myriads of others”) is informal and could be revised for an academic tone in the introduction.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of:

 -Framework: Well-grounded in TAM and UTAUT.

-Methodology: Appropriate use of quantitative, cross-sectional design with pilot testing (Cronbach’s alpha = .935).

-Data analysis: Descriptive and regression analyses were conducted correctly and interpreted.

-Findings and interpretation: The results logically align with theoretical assumptions, and limitations are implicitly acknowledged through the discussion.

However, it would benefit from:

-Deeper discussion (e.g., to discuss more on the findings of the literature review presented).

-Clearer statistical reporting: Some mistake in reporting page 11: However, the lower mean (M = 1.11) suggests the Mean value is 3.11?
-What are the indicators for ‘the mean scores were between 3.11 and 3.50, which indicates a high level of agreement’ in page 10? It should be a standard indicator for low, medium, or high interpretation supported with references.

-To provide the limitations and the future study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficiency: The manuscript cites a comprehensive mix of recent (2021–2025) and relevant sources, especially within Sub-Saharan African contexts.

Suggestions for addition:

   -A systematic review or meta-analysis on technology adoption in educational leadership (e.g., recent reviews in Educational Technology Research and Development).

-Studies on digital transformation and school leadership from international contexts (e.g., contemporary reports on digital education).
-More direct citations for TAM/UTAUT application in school administrative contexts (not just instruction context).
	

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


	Mostly yes. The English is understandable and academic in tone. However:

•
Some minor grammatical and stylistic inconsistencies are present (e.g., verb tenses, informal phrasing).

•
Some parts (e.g., “myriads of others”, “icebreaker question”) could be made more scholarly.

•
Occasional wordiness and redundancy (e.g., repeatedly stating that technology helps teachers make decisions).
Recommendation: A final proofreading or light language editing would enhance clarity and polish.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Reviewer’s comment

Accept with minor revisions for grammar/style improvements, stronger discussion, limitations, future study and other highlighted areas.

This paper makes a valuable and timely contribution to the discourse on educational technology in Sub-Saharan contexts, particularly in school management.
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