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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.


	The manuscript is relevant for the scientific community. The manuscript ideas are applicable not only in education environment but also in research and other professional fields. The manuscript provides a detailed description of ensuring learning sequence and feedback organized for and by groups of learners or professionals. This is intended for the increase of learning outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is well formulated. It introduces into the scope of the research.
	

	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 includes the introductory part and aim. The abstract has to be updated with the description of methods of analysis as well as findings and conclusions.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The current version of the manuscript lacks the description of the methods of analysis. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not recent. The latest reference refers to 2020. However, it can be explained by the non-description of the use of digital tools for the application of the diary in the teaching-learning process. 
Another issue with the references is that Reference 17 is shown twice (Number 17 and 18). Additionally, the references, e.g. Park 2003, Moon 2006, Walker 2006, Dunnavant 2014, Rizvi 2016, and Sahebkheir 2020, are cited in the text of the manuscript but not indicated in the list of references.
	

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


	The use of language is ok.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is necessary to introduce the manuscript section “Methodology” and update the list of references.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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