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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 (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 systematic, data-driven evaluation of a Guided Personalised Learning (GPL) model implemented in two undergraduate engineering modules. 
It makes a meaningful and timely contribution to research on personalised learning, STEM pedagogy, and technology-enhanced learning. 
Its importance lies in relevance for engineering educators, curriculum designers as guideline for consideration when deciding on methods for personalised learning.
	

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

	The title is generally suitable. 
It accurately reflects the content, conveys the methodological orientation, and signals the target field.
However, the title could be more concise for better visibility in indexing systems.
Proposed: Guided Personalised Learning in STEM Higher Education: A Mixed-Methods Evaluation
	

	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 well structured and comprehensive. It clearly presents the essence of the manuscript and main findings. 
More structured and quantified abstract would be welcome to give a clear picture of main findings.
Sentences like, e.g.. “We investigated sample size of 744 students …” or “Results show that using mixed-methods…” etc.
One sentence clarifying sample size and another one to clarify whether improvements were statistically significant.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The scientific quality of the manuscript is high and conclusions are well supported.
Improvements could be seen in adding e.g., Cohen’s d of effect size measures to complement p-values, or adding more detail to clarify possible biases of self-selection in data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript has extensive, recent, and relevant list of references, dated from 2020–2024. that can be considered very recent.
Citation style is preserved throughout the whole manuscript.
	

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

	
The language quality is very high, appropriate for scholarly communication in general. Some sentences could be split for easier readibility.


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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