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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.


	1. It fills the research gap in creating full curricula for beginner programmers, using AI as the main instructional designer.
2. It offers a scalable AI-based model for self-guided programming education that connects block-based learning to general coding fluency.
3. It shows generative AI’s potential and limits in education, stressing the need for human guidance to ensure meaningful learning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is well-suited, clearly conveying the topic, audience, and innovative approach. “From Blocks to Code” shows the transition, “AI-Driven Curriculum” shows the method, and “Elementary Python Programming” shows the context concise and accurate.
	

	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.


	It clearly presents the shift from block to text-based coding, the use of TPACK and cognitive load theory, AI tools like GPT-4 and Claude, and key insights on AI’s strengths and limits in instructional design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, presenting a well-structured design-based study on AI driven curriculum development for elementary Python programming with clear methodology and theoretical basis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and recent, but adding a few on AI ethics in education, LLM-based content generation, and teacher training for AI-assisted design could further strengthen the work.
	

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


	Yes, the article demonstrates a high standard of English quality, making it entirely suitable for scholarly communications.
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