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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it bridges a critical gap between educational technology theory and equitable implementation in low-income urban contexts. By integrating multiple theoretical frameworks—Diffusion of Innovations, the Technology Acceptance Model, Constructivist Learning Theory, and the Capability Approach—it provides a comprehensive lens for understanding how technology can genuinely enhance literacy and access rather than merely expand device use. Its emphasis on justice-oriented, offline-first, and community-governed approaches contributes a fresh perspective to the global discourse on digital equity and sustainable edtech ecosystems. The proposed five-pillar framework offers a practical, evidence-based tool for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners seeking to design inclusive and context-responsive technological interventions in education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article, “Educational Technology for Equity: A Framework for Effective Adoption to Improve Literacy and Access in Low-Income Communities – Insights from Mushin, Lagos State, Nigeria,” is appropriate and effectively conveys the scope and focus of the study. It clearly identifies the core topic—educational technology for equity—and situates it within a specific geographic and socio-economic context. However, for international readability, a slightly more concise version such as “A Framework for Equitable Educational Technology Adoption to Improve Literacy in Low-Income Urban Communities: Insights from Mushin, Nigeria”
might strengthen its academic appeal without altering its meaning.
	

	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 comprehensive, well-organized, and aligns with international academic standards. It successfully includes the purpose, methodology, theoretical grounding, findings, originality, and implications of the study. The integration of multiple theoretical perspectives and the clarity of practical contributions are commendable.
Nevertheless, the abstract could be slightly refined by simplifying overly technical expressions, such as “AI- assisted thematic coding,” and by more explicitly stating the nature of the study as a “systematic qualitative
synthesis.” Additionally, emphasizing the direct educational implications on literacy outcomes would make the
abstract more impactful for a broader audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a scientific perspective, the manuscript is rigorous and theoretically grounded. The author integrates Diffusion of Innovations, the Technology Acceptance Model, Constructivist Learning Theory, and Social Cognitive Theory in a coherent and analytically strong manner. The methodological approach—a systematic desk-based synthesis supported by structured inclusion criteria and coder reliability—is sound and transparently reported. The paper demonstrates originality by combining equity-oriented frameworks, such as the capability approach and data justice, with practical policy recommendations. Nonetheless, the methodology section could provide clearer examples of how theoretical constructs shaped the coding and synthesis process. A visual
summary of how findings correspond to each theoretical framework would further improve clarity and strengthen the analytical narrative.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are comprehensive, current, and well aligned with the study’s focus. The inclusion of sources from 2018 to 2025 ensures recency and relevance, and the combination of global literature with national policy documents enhances contextual credibility. However, the list could be further enriched with additional recent empirical studies on edtech adoption in Sub-Saharan Africa or low-income urban settings, particularly from
2023–2025, to strengthen the evidence base. Minor consistency checks are also suggested for adherence to APA 7th edition formatting, especially for institutional reports and URLs.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language used throughout the manuscript is fluent, scholarly, and stylistically polished. The writing demonstrates a high level of academic maturity, with precise terminology and strong argumentation. Some sections, particularly the theoretical and philosophical discussions, could benefit from slight simplification to improve readability for interdisciplinary audiences. Overall, the manuscript meets international publication
standards in terms of clarity, coherence, and academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments
	[image: ] Introduction: Clearly written and well-contextualized, providing a solid background on Nigeria’s literacy and digital equity challenges. Could be slightly shortened to avoid repetition of statistical data.
[image: ] Literature Review: Comprehensive and theoretically strong, integrating multiple frameworks effectively. Adding a clearer link between reviewed studies and research questions would improve flow.
[image: ] Methodology: Transparent and innovative. Including short examples of coding guided by theory would enhance clarity and replicability.
[image: ] Results and Discussion: Insightful and aligned with research objectives. The integration of theory with findings is commendable; a visual summary or table mapping theory to practical levers would improve readability.
· Conclusion: Strong and policy-oriented, offering actionable recommendations for diverse stakeholders.

The manuscript demonstrates strong theoretical integration, methodological rigor, and clear policy relevance. It effectively combines multiple frameworks—Diffusion of Innovations, Technology Acceptance Model, Constructivist Learning Theory, and the Capability Approach—into a coherent and innovative structure. The writing is scholarly, comprehensive, and well-supported by recent and credible references. Its originality lies in the justice- oriented and context-sensitive framework for edtech adoption in low-income communities, which adds substantial value to global educational research.
Minor revisions are recommended mainly to enhance conciseness, provide clearer examples in the methodology, and simplify some dense theoretical passages for broader accessibility. Overall, the paper meets high international standards and is suitable for publication after light refinement.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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