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the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
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Compulsory REVISION comments –  

Minor REVISION comments The paper provides a remarkable research on adoption of 

e-learning in Nigerian Tertiary Institution of Learning. It 

seems good organized but needs some minor revisions 

before it can be published. The related revisions can be 

expressed briefly as follows: 

1- Number of references seems enough but I think the 

author(s) should provide some more references from 

years: 2014, and 2015; in order to keep the paper up-to-

date and improve its quality. 

2- I think the figures should be provided in a more 

colourful form in order to improve attractiveness. Also 

some texts within the figures should be placed not over the 

shapes because it affects the readability a little negatively. 

3- The paper provides a strong evaluation approach and 

discusses its conclusion accordingly. But it will be great if 

the author(s) can discuss about any possible future works 

at the end of the paper. 

Thanks the author(s) for their valuable efforts to form this 

paper. 

 

 

Some recent journals are now cited 

 

Figure 2 made coloured but I can see its 

significance 

 

 

Future works listed 
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