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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 research provides an unusual blend of discrete choice analysis and competency-based assessment analysis in the TVET arena. It deepens knowledge of how characteristics of institutions interact with the competences of instructors to affect the decision of teaching mode, which is crucial for planning post-pandemic education. It also contributes to the literature on the adoption of ICT in skills education, an important topic for developing economies. The implications extend to training policy, investment in infrastructure, and curriculum delivery formats in vocational education systems internationally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is accurate and descriptive, clearly reflecting the study’s scope and methodology. 
	

	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 clear and concise, stating the purposes, methods, findings, and implications effectively. It would be improved if it specifically stated that quantitative and qualitative methods were employed and emphasized the policy implications in the final sentence.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is scientifically sound. The methods are adequately explained, and the statistical methods used are suitable for the research questions. Result interpretation is counterbalanced with references to previous literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, up-to-date, and pertinent, with good coverage of 2022–2024 research. They are properly linked to the discourse. There are no more references required, but may incorporate new literature on ICT cost–benefit for TVET for further perspective.
	

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


	English of the manuscript is robust, well-organized, and appropriate for academic communication. Slight grammatical refinement could be added for brevity in some parts.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are clear and well-annotated. The predictive margins plot described in the results could be explained a bit more in the text to discuss the practical implications of each instruction mode.
The research is strong in design, data analysis, and originality. Minor adjustments to the abstract and more contextualization of the predictive margins results would additionally enhance clarity and utilization.
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