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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 study is important because it helps teachers make technical drawing lessons faster and easier. Instead of using many different tools like rulers, compasses, and protractors, the new tool combines everything into one. It saves time, makes teaching smoother, and helps students understand better. The tool was also tested carefully and showed that it works very well, making it a useful addition to classrooms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is good. It clearly tells us what the paper is about — making and testing a new drafting tool for teaching technical drawing. It matches the study well and is easy to understand. No change is needed.
	

	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 covers the main points like what the study made, how it was tested, and the results. It gives a clear idea of what the project is about. However, it would be even better if it added one or two short examples of how the tool helped students or teachers during the lessons. Also, a small mention of the survey results would make the abstract stronger. There is no need to remove anything — just a little more detail would make it perfect.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The study followed a clear method — first designing the tool, then testing it with students and teachers, and finally checking its precision. The results were explained properly with numbers and surveys.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are useful but could be improved. Some are recent (from 2023 and 2024), which is good, but a few important new studies about digital learning tools and updated teaching methods are missing. Also, some older references (like from 2005) could be replaced or supported with newer research. Adding 5-7 more recent and high-quality journal articles would make the paper stronger and show that the study is well connected to today’s technology and education trends.


	

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


	The language is understandable but needs improvement for scholarly writing. There are small grammar mistakes, like wrong verb forms and missing words, and sometimes the sentences are too long or confusing. Some parts could be made clearer and more professional by using better academic words and smoother sentence connections. Overall, the meaning is clear, but the paper would benefit from careful proofreading or language editing before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a useful and practical study that offers a good innovation for technical drawing education. The idea of combining multiple tools into one device is very helpful for teachers and students. However, the manuscript would become stronger with a little more detailed explanation in the abstract, updated references, and better English editing.
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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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