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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.
	This manuscript is quite important because it shows how the flipped classroom model works in two very different fields: Humanities and Computer Science. It gives educators real, practical evidence—using YouTube analytics and student surveys—that this method actually keeps students engaged and helps them learn at their own pace. It is a very useful paper for teachers who want to move away from traditional lectures and make their classes more student-centered.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is very suitable. It clearly states the main question of the study and perfectly covers the key concepts (flipped classroom, learner engagement, and reiterative learning). I don't think it needs to be changed.
	

	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 good and summarizes the main points well. However, I suggest adding the exact sample size (45 Arts students and 48 Science students) just to give readers a quick idea of the study's scope right from the beginning. Also, a brief mention of any limitations or challenges faced would make it even better.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology makes sense, and using both surveys and YouTube video analytics is a smart way to measure real student engagement. The conclusions drawn by the authors match the data presented in the charts, so the findings are well-supported.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are sufficient and up-to-date. The authors included several recent studies from the last few years that fit the topic perfectly. I don't have any additional references to suggest, as the current list does the job well.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
Yes, the English quality is great. The writing is clear, easy to read, and perfectly suitable for an academic publication. I didn't notice any major grammatical issues that would confuse the reader.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. It fulfills the criteria for publication as a book chapter after making minor adjustments, specifically regarding the addition of study limitations
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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