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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Rationale for e-mail usage for instructional purposes
may be highlighted in a research supported manner
instead of a narration.

Rationale/introduction needs to be reworded
highlighting the ICTs, then internet revolution and
finally e-mail. E-mail emergence , usage in general
and specifically for communication and instructional
purposes may be followed. The author has
everything in the introduction, only needs rewriting
with a research oriented manner.

Methods- As far as my understanding of
methods/methodology in a research study, it has to
be presented in a manner which may be self-
explanatory. This part is not reflected properly.The
sub-titles- academic setting, students and classes,
offered courses, courses involved, ways of e-mail use,
The e-mail study sub-heading are not self
explanatory.

Heading Results may be replaced with findings and
interpreted in research manner instead of
narrating.Discussion needs representing the
arguments in a research perspectives.

Concluding remarks may be titles as conclusion.Here
also narrative manner of presentation may be
changed.discussions should be critical and analysis
should go beyond percentage wise analysis for the
purpose for coming to listing findings.

In the entire article number of places, in support of
the findings and /or justifications author(s) or source
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name is mentioned but year of publication is missing.
All references must be written in APA or any other
standard format.

Minor REVISION comments

For plagiarism, no comments . The present article follows
a narrative approach and according to me it has to
written in systematic and research oriented manner.
Needs language vetting.

Optional /General comments

The focus of the common ICT technology for facilitating
student-teacher interface at college level is the important
feature of this research article. This article should be
accepted but needs revision in presentation as well as
language both.
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