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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 study explores a very relevant and timely issue how wireless internet contributes to students’ access to learning resources in higher education institutions in Morogoro, Tanzania. In an age where learning is becoming increasingly digital, this topic is highly important, especially in developing contexts where internet infrastructure remains a challenge. The findings have practical implications for university management, ICT policy makers, and education stakeholders who aim to improve learning outcomes through reliable internet access
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and accurately reflects the study’s content and objectives. However, it could be slightly refined for fluency and precision:

Suggested Title: Effectiveness of Wireless Internet in Promoting Students’ Access to Learning Resources in Higher Learning Institutions: Evidence from Morogoro, Tanzania.

This minor adjustment makes the title smoother and more academic in tone.


	

	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 gives a good summary of the study’s objectives, methods, findings, and recommendations. However, it can be improved by shortening some sentences and removing repetition. There are also a few grammatical errors and awkward phrases that should be corrected.
It would help to emphasize the main results more clearly and reduce the amount of methodological detail. Keeping the abstract within 200–250 words would make it more concise and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically sound and follows a clear structure. The mixed-methods approach is appropriate for exploring perceptions and challenges related to wireless internet use in learning. The research objectives and findings are aligned, and the analysis is logical.

That said, the manuscript would benefit from clearer explanations of how the quantitative and qualitative data were integrated during analysis. The results section could also connect findings more explicitly to the theoretical framework (Technology Acceptance Model) and previous studies.

Overall, the research is solid and contributes useful insights, though minor refinement is needed to strengthen coherence between sections.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate, relevant, and up to date, with most sources from 2020–2025. However:

1. There is some duplication (e.g., Ohei & Brink, 2021 appears twice).

2. The formatting style is inconsistent in places.

3. Some entries are missing page numbers or proper punctuation.

A careful check using APA 7th edition would help ensure uniformity.


	

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


	The manuscript is readable, but the English requires moderate editing. Some sentences are long and wordy, while others contain minor grammatical errors (e.g., verb agreement and article use)

.

Improving sentence structure and simplifying phrasing would make the text more engaging and easier to follow. A light professional language edit is recommended to polish the paper for publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The tables are informative, but some formatting adjustments would make them easier to interpret.

2. The discussion section should include a bit more comparison with other studies cited in the literature review.

3. The conclusion is clear, but the connection between findings and the theoretical framework could be emphasized.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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