Editor’s Comment:
I went through the whole document, both the original submission, the reviewers' comments, response of the author and the revised article.  The following are my observations:
1. The author has tried to address all the review comments, but as a reviewer, I felt it was inadequate considering the Review of Literature, Referencing and formatting and methodology.
2. The Review of Literature section seems to be inadequate. The author has tried to explain many things in his or her words, but without many references, especially references from recent publications (one of the reviewers has mentioned the same). Consider the section speaking of mobile; no references are found. Consider the whole section on audio visual (Section 3), not mentioning laptops, iPads/ tablets or language labs etc. 

3. The referencing style (APA7) is not followed (just check)

4. The research method followed by the researcher is qualitative, and the tool was semistructured, but latter part of the analysis, the researcher used a quantitative method (Table 3), mentioning frequency and percentages. 

This is confusing. Please provide clarity about the methodology in the respective section (is it a mixed method or explain how you arrive at the quantitative data (table 3 and the remaining ones)

5. Only 4 references of recent years are found, which needs to be more and ensure that the article has a more updated literature review.

Recommendation
The article can be published provided the above comments are addressed. 
Editor’s Details:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Dr.  Norby Paul, De Paul Institute of Science and Technology, Kerala, India

