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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript highlights the effectiveness of PhET Interactive Simulations in improving students’ conceptual understanding of Newton’s First Law of Motion, addressing key challenges in physics education. It proves that using technology with regular teaching improves learning in science. The results guide teachers to use digital tools to make physics easier and more interesting for students.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear but a long and could use "of" instead of "on". A suggested title is Improving Grade 11 Students’ Understanding of the Law of Inertia with PhET Simulations."
	

	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 clear and covers purpose, methods, and findings well. It explains how PhET simulations help students understand the Law of Inertia better than traditional teaching. Adding a brief note about specific student challenges will improve this section. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically correct and uses reliable methods to study the Law of Inertia. It shows PhET simulations improve student understanding, which matches other research findings. The data analysis, using t-tests, is appropriate for comparing test scores. Overall, the study’s claims are supported by evidence and align with physics education principles.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are mostly sufficient and relevant, covering studies on Newton’s Laws and PhET simulations. Most sources are new, from 2016 to 2024, but the 2012 reference by Stocklmayer et al. is slightly older, though still valid. The references support the study’s claims about student challenges and the effectiveness of PhET simulations. I suggest adding  few more recent studies.
	

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


	The article’s English is mostly clear and good for academic writing. It explains the study’s goals, methods, and results well. There are small mistakes, like “resuts” instead of “results” and odd phrases like “highly recommend the utilization.” Alternate use of “Law of Inertia,”  and “law of Inertia” without consistency is seen.  Fixing these errors would make the article better for scholarly work.
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