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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important issue by examining students’ representations of ICT in a university context. Its contribution lies in highlighting perceptions from a developing country, which are often underrepresented in the literature. However, the authors should strengthen the theoretical framework and clarify the practical implications for higher education policy and practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, The Social Representations of ICT among Students at Jean Lorougnon Guédé University (UJLOG), Daloa, Côte d’Ivoire, is clear but somewhat lengthy. To improve readability and focus, a shorter and more precise title could be:

1. Students’ Social Representations of ICT at UJLOG, Côte d’Ivoire

2. Understanding Students’ Perceptions of ICT: Evidence from UJLOG, Côte d’Ivoire


	

	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 presents useful information but would benefit from several adjustments. The research objective should be stated more explicitly at the beginning. The sample description is overly detailed for an abstract and could be summarized more concisely. Greater emphasis should be placed on the key findings and their contributions. A stronger concluding statement highlighting the broader implications for higher education and ICT integration is also recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with a clear research objective, appropriate use of a mixed-methods design, and a sufficiently large sample. However, some sections require stronger theoretical grounding, clearer connections between the framework and variables, and more critical discussion of results. The reliance on older references also weakens the scientific rigor, and updating the literature would improve the manuscript’s validity and relevance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list demonstrates a solid foundation with key theoretical and methodological works. However, it requires refinement: several entries are outdated or duplicated, and there is a lack of recent and locally relevant sources. Strengthening the list with updated literature (past 5 years) and incorporating more African or Ivorian studies will enhance both scientific rigor and contextual relevance.
	

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


	The language of the article is understandable and conveys the main ideas, but it requires improvement for scholarly communication. Several sentences are too long and complex, which may reduce clarity. The manuscript would benefit from refining grammar, improving word choice, and simplifying sentence structures to enhance readability and precision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper raises an important issue on ICT in higher education and offers useful insights. Still, several parts could be strengthened, such as making the link between theory and results clearer, reducing overlap in some sections, and including more recent references. These improvements would make the argument sharper and the contribution more evident.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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