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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 study contributed to the process of developing a module (e-module) with experts’ validation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Implementation of the Kombucha Genitri (Elaeocarpus ganitrus) E-Module to Improve Students Understanding of Fermentation Concepts” seems mismatched with the content of the article.
Suggest to change title to “The development of a e-module to improve students’ understanding in Kambucha Genitri Fermentation Concepts”
	

	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 will perfectly matched the title if title is changed to “The development…”
The abstract is precise and informative.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well written. The development process is well depicted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references is up to date
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The development process is generally expected to include four stages: Analysis, Strategic Planning, Implementation, and Evaluation. However, in this article, these stages were not discussed in detail. The focus was primarily on the evaluation of the instrument (e-module), particularly its validity and reliability. This narrow emphasis renders the account somewhat incomplete, as readers are not provided with sufficient information on how the e-module was developed across the earlier stages of the process.
In addition, the article does not provide details about the experts involved in the evaluation. Including information such as years of service, areas of expertise, or basic demographic background would have strengthened the study by allowing readers to better assess the validity and reliability of the expert feedback reported. 
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