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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 addresses a critical gap in mathematics teacher education by proposing an innovative integrated teaching model that combines Technology-Supported Project-Based Learning (TSPBL) with Team-Based Learning (TBL). The study is particularly significant as it tackles practical challenges in pre-service teacher training, including time constraints, collaborative inefficiencies, and assessment limitations. The cross-cultural textbook comparison approach is innovative and aligns with the increasing need for internationally competent mathematics educators. The detailed implementation framework and assessment system provide valuable insights for teacher education programs globally, particularly those seeking to enhance pre-service teachers' research competencies and collaborative skills through technology-enhanced pedagogical approaches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content. It accurately describes the integration of TSPBL-TBL model and its purpose in developing textbook research competence. The title is specific, informative, and uses appropriate academic terminology.
	

	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 and well-structured. It clearly outlines the problem, methodology, and outcomes. However, I suggest minor improvements:
· Add specific quantitative results (e.g., "91.66% of students reported enhanced teamwork skills")
· Briefly mention the sample size and context (32-hour course, third-year pre-service teachers)
· Consider slightly condensing the description of team roles to allow space for more concrete outcomes

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research methodology is appropriate, combining questionnaires, interviews, and observations. The theoretical framework is well-grounded in educational literature (Bloom's Taxonomy, PBL, TBL). The assessment system is comprehensive and multidimensional. The authors appropriately acknowledge limitations, including small sample size and lack of control groups, which demonstrates scientific integrity. The integration of technology tools and progressive task design is logically presented and pedagogically justified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and recent (2022-2025), covering relevant areas of PBL, TBL, and mathematics education. However, I recommend:
· Adding 2-3 more references specifically on textbook analysis methodologies in mathematics education
· Including references on cross-cultural mathematics education research
· Adding studies that compare different blended learning models
· Consider citing foundational works on Bloom's Taxonomy (currently mentioned but not cited)

	

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

	The English quality is generally good and suitable for scholarly publication. The manuscript is well-organized and mostly clear. Minor suggestions:
· Some sentences are overly long and could be broken up for better readability (particularly in sections 2.2 and 3.2)
· A few instances of redundancy could be eliminated
· Minor grammatical polishing needed in places (e.g., "Relying on the Chaoxing Smart Teaching Platform" could be "Using the Chaoxing Smart Teaching Platform")
· Consider professional copyediting for final polish

	

	Optional/General comments

	Strengths:
1. Practical and implementable model with clear guidelines
2. Comprehensive assessment framework combining multiple evaluation methods
3. Strong integration of technology tools
4. Innovative cross-cultural dimension leveraging institutional strengths
5. Honest acknowledgment of limitations
Areas for enhancement:
1. Consider adding a conceptual framework diagram showing the relationship between TSPBL and TBL components
2. The sample size (24 students) is small; discuss implications more thoroughly
3. Include more specific examples of student work or learning artifacts
4. Consider adding a comparison table showing differences before and after implementing the model
5. Expand discussion on scalability to larger classes or resource-limited contexts
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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