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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 5 

(abrief explanationis recommendable) 
 
 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 4 

(abrief explanationis recommendable) 
 
 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 
article.  4 

(abrief explanationis recommendable) 



 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4 

(abrief explanationis recommendable) 
 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4 

(abrief explanationis recommendable) 
 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 4 

(abrief explanationis recommendable) 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 
In this paper the authors investigated the impact of the use of Information and communication 
technology (ICT) in training of the Mechanical Science and Technology stream in high schools 
belonging to two regional Moroccan academies (Grand Casablanca-Settat and the Oriental). I think 
that the authors present here interesting investigations for the Moroccan education system.  However, 
the target population in the authors' study is very limited (27 teachers). So, the authors must extend 
their studies for a large number of teachers in all the regions of Morocco so that their statistical results 
are scientifically reliable. Despite this remark, I recommend this paper for publication in the ESJ, but 
with following minor corrections: 

• The English abstract contains the abbreviation (ES). So the authors should give it signification 
before use it. The same remark for the abbreviations CFAO, NTIC 

• The survey questions in Figure 2 are incomplete 
• The used software in the authors' survey are simple (Word, Excel, PowerPoint..) and not 

specifics to the used discipline in their investigations. I think that the authors should use a 
specific softwars used in the  training of the Mechanical Science and Technology, as 
AutoCAD, openmeca, optgeo…   
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