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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 is important for the scientific community because it demonstrates how local research findings can be transformed into effective digital teaching materials. By using kombucha genitri fermentation as the basis for an e-module, it provides a concrete example of how biotechnology concepts can be taught in a contextual and engaging way. The study also highlights how such resources can strengthen students’ conceptual understanding and critical thinking, offering a model that can be adapted in similar educational settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title "Implementation of the Kombucha Genitri (Elaeocarpus ganitrus) E-Module to Improve Students’ Understanding of Fermentation Concepts" is clear and informative, but it is also a bit long and could be more concise. An alternative suggestion title could be: "Integrating Kombucha Genitri Fermentation into E-Modules: A Pathway to Improved Biotechnology Learning".
	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it clearly presents the objective, methodology, results, and conclusion of the study. However, it could be improved by making it more concise and focused. Specifically:
· Some methodological details (such as formulas, scoring criteria, and long validation tables) could be shortened or removed, as they are better suited for the methods section.

· The abstract could highlight more explicitly of using genitri kombucha in biotechnology learning, which distinguishes the study from existing research.

· A brief mention of the broader educational implications (e.g., promoting research-based, contextualized e-learning resources) would strengthen its relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with a clear ASIE design, valid methods, and systematic results that support the conclusions on improved understanding and critical thinking. To enhance rigor, the authors could briefly discuss limitations (e.g., sample size, absence of a control group) and their impact on generalizability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, covering the years 2020–2025, which ensures relevance. However, the manuscript could be strengthened by including a few more international studies on e-module development in biotechnology or science education, particularly those addressing research-based or project-based approaches, to broaden the scholarly context.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear and understandable, with proper academic tone. However, some sentences are long and could be simplified for better readability. Minor grammatical and stylistic editing would further improve fluency and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes a valuable contribution by integrating research findings into e-module development, particularly in biotechnology education. Its strength lies in the practical application of local potential (genitri kombucha) to enhance conceptual understanding and critical thinking. To further improve, the authors could address study limitations, streamline some lengthy sections, and refine the language for clarity. Overall, it is a strong and relevant work with potential impact for both research and practice.
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