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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	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 addresses a highly relevant and timely topic in contemporary education, namely the role of digital transformation in enhancing learning accessibility, engagement, and instructional effectiveness. The proposed VR-DRL (Virtual Reality empowered Dynamic Remote Learning) framework attempts to integrate virtual reality technologies, collaborative learning ecosystems, and intelligent digital platforms to overcome traditional educational   barriers   such   as   geographical   limitations, resource constraints, and limited learner interaction.
The study contributes to the growing body of research on technology-enhanced learning by highlighting the potential of immersive and interactive learning environments to improve student performance, engagement, accessibility, and resource sharing. Given the increasing global emphasis on digital education, hybrid learning models, and AI-supported instructional  systems,  the  manuscript  explores  an  area of considerable significance for educational researchers, policymakers, and practitioners.
Furthermore, the paper emphasizes inclusive and  scalable learning solutions, which are particularly important for expanding educational opportunities in diverse learning contexts. If supported by a more rigorous methodological design and stronger empirical validation, the proposed framework could provide valuable insights for future developments in digital learning environments and educational innovation.
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)


	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4.
The title clearly reflects the focus on digital transformation, innovation, collaboration, and intelligent learning technologies. However, it does not explicitly  mention  the proposed VR-DRL framework, which is the central contribution of the paper.
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
	3.
The abstract summarizes the purpose, framework, and claimed outcomes. However, it lacks essential
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	Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	methodological details, including research design, sample characteristics, data collection procedures, and validation methods.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4.
The keywords are relevant to the topic and align with current
trends in educational technology. Nevertheless, terms such
as "Virtual Reality," "VR-DRL," and "Student Engagement" could further improve discoverability.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3.
The   introduction   presents   the   importance   of   digital
transformation in education and identifies major challenges. However, the problem statement lacks depth and critical analysis   of   existing   gaps   that   justify   the   proposed framework.
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2.
The manuscript does not explicitly formulate research objectives, research questions, or hypotheses. Readers must infer the study objectives from the discussion of the proposed framework.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4.
Most cited references are recent (2021–2024) and relevant to digital transformation in education. However, the review remains largely descriptive and lacks critical synthesis of prior findings.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1.
The methodology section is insufficiently described. The manuscript does not clearly explain how the framework was designed, tested, validated, or evaluated. The mathematical formulations presented lack theoretical justification and operational definitions.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2.
The manuscript states that ethical approval was not required, but provides no justification. If human participants or educational data were involved in generating the reported results, ethical considerations should be discussed more thoroughly.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2.
Although results are reported using percentages and figures,
the source of the data, evaluation process, sample size, and statistical procedures are not explained. This significantly limits result interpretation.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3.
Most figures and tables are relevant to the framework and outcomes. However, several figures are conceptual rather than empirical, and some tables lack sufficient explanatory detail.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2.
The discussion mainly reiterates reported findings and claimed benefits. There is limited comparison with previous studies, theoretical frameworks, or empirical evidence from the literature.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2.
The conclusions are generally consistent with the reported findings. However, because the underlying methodology and validation process are unclear, the strength of the
conclusions is not adequately supported.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1.
The manuscript does not discuss limitations, assumptions, methodological constraints, or potential threats to validity.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	4.
The manuscript includes a reasonable number of recent references from reputable journals. The references are generally relevant to digital transformation and educational innovation.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	2.
The manuscript contains numerous grammatical issues, awkward sentence constructions, and unclear explanations. Several mathematical equations appear nonsensical or disconnected from the educational context, which negatively affects readability.
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES.
The title is relevant to the manuscript's scope and adequately reflects the main themes of digital transformation, innovation, collaborative ecosystems, and intelligent learning technologies. However, it could be more specific by mentioning the proposed VR-DRL framework, which
	




	
	represents the core contribution of the study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NO.
The abstract should include a clearer description of the research methodology, including how the VR-DRL framework was developed and evaluated. It should also specify the source of the reported performance metrics, the evaluation procedures, and the research context. Including these details would improve transparency and allow readers to better assess the validity of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NO.
The manuscript requires substantial methodological clarification. The
authors should clearly describe the research design, data collection procedures, sample characteristics, experimental setup, and validation methods. In addition, many mathematical equations presented throughout the manuscript lack clear definitions, theoretical justification, and empirical relevance to educational research. The authors should either provide rigorous explanations for these formulations or replace them with validated analytical models supported by existing literature. The reported performance improvements (e.g., 94.33%, 97.25%) also require statistical evidence and detailed explanation of how they were obtained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES.
The reference list is generally sufficient and includes many recent studies
published between 2021 and 2024. The cited literature is relevant to digital transformation, educational technology, virtual learning environments, and innovation in higher education.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
	YES.
The manuscript reports substantial improvements in student performance, engagement, accessibility, and resource sharing; however, it does not clearly explain the origin of the data used to generate these results. The paper states that an ethical statement was not required, but it remains unclear whether human participants, student records, survey responses, or learning analytics data were involved in the evaluation process.

The authors should clarify:
1. Whether human participants were involved in the study.
2. Whether informed consent was obtained from participants.
3. Whether institutional ethical approval was considered or obtained.
4. The source and ownership of the data used for performance evaluation.
5. Data privacy and confidentiality procedures, particularly if student-
related information was analyzed.
Without these clarifications, the ethical compliance of the study cannot be adequately verified.
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