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PART 1: Review Comments

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
Today, ICTs have permeate every sector, researchers and stakeholders around the
world are interested in identify ways ICTs can be use in different fields. Thus, this
paper has potential of making a significant contribution to the field of information
communication technology, education and the tourism.  However, the current
version of the paper needs some little improvements or adjustment.

Minor REVISION comments The introduction of this study looks more of literature review rather that detail background
issues surrounding ICT, education and tourism. The author will do well if the introduction is
recast to link ICT, education and tourism effectively. In so doing, the author clearly shows
prospects of application of ICTs in education and in particular tourism. It will also be better
if the author can identified the gap in knowledge which makes the study significant.

Optional/General comments
The structure of this study makes reading the work unexciting. There are too many
subtitles. Some of these titles can be merge into paragraphs.
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