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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 research is based on a quasi-experimental design and contributes to the scientific community by introducing blended product training model. The study demonstrates how training can yield both skill development and tangible digital library products, making it valuable for policymakers, curriculum designers, and teacher professional development programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title is relevant but slightly wordy. It may be moulded as follows:
Enhancing Teacher Creativity in Digital Library Development through Blended Product Training: A quasi-Experimental Study.
	

	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.


	Abstract clearly states aim, methodology and findings. Areas for improvement may include brief context on why such training is needed; defining blended product training; simplifying statistical reporting, mention educational setting/ sample characteristics; specifying effectiveness more clearly (moderate, high, etc.)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript uses suitable quasi experimental design with clear creativity indicators, but its small sample size, lack of a control group, limited validity discussion, and absence of statistical assumption testing reduce rigor. Effect size and practical significance are also underexplored.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Majority of the references are recent and are relevant, but more foundational literature on creativity can be included along with the studies on digital library adoption in schools.
	

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


	Overall language is adequate but needs professional English editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Author must strengthen the methodology (justify sample, acknowledge absence of control group, discuss validity limitations), improve statistical analysis, revise abstract and conclusion for clarity and impact, expand literature review with foundational and global studies, add future implication and limitations, along with professional language editing.
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