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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 presents a novel approach by combining TAI with HOTS in a physics module. However, explicitly state how this approach advances existing methodologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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 is clear but can be more concise. Reduce repetitive phrases like "The Team Assisted Individualization (TAI) cooperative model equipped with HOTS questions." * Include more specific details about the statistical results (e.g., validation percentages and n-gain test values). * Highlight the implications of the study for educational practices in the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript presents a novel approach by combining TAI with HOTS in a physics module. However, explicitly state how this approach advances existing methodologies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are relevant, but several are outdated. Include more recent studies (e.g., post-2020) on electronic modules and TAI in STEM education.
	

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

	The manuscript generally uses clear language but needs editing for minor grammar and punctuation errors (e.g., "...students who learn using e-modules get higher scores" could be revised to "students who use e-modules achieve higher scores").
	

	Optional/General comments

	1. The introduction outlines the need for innovative teaching materials but can be streamlined. Avoid repeating statistics from the needs analysis excessively. Clearly articulate the research gap, focusing on why TAI and electronic modules are particularly relevant to fluid dynamics. Provide a stronger rationale for integrating HOTS questions into the module.
2. The results are thorough, but some areas could be more concise:Summarize validation results by grouping key findings for media, material, and learning experts. Avoid excessive repetition of Likert scale interpretations across tables.
3. The discussion would benefit from: Highlighting the significance of the n-gain value (0.49) in the context of other studies. Explaining how the integration of animations and videos contributed to the observed improvements in HOTS. Addressing potential challenges or limitations in implementing the electronic module in diverse educational contexts.
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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