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	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 study provides a timely and meaningful contribution to the educational research community, particularly in the context of post-pandemic higher education. It addresses how community-based learning and citizenship training can be effectively integrated through instructional material development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Suitable
The title is clear, relevant, and directly reflects the purpose and scope of the 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, covering the aim, design, methodology, results, and conclusion in a logical sequence. However, a few improvements can make it more scholarly and concise:

Suggested Improvements:

Avoid repetition of the research design (“descriptive research” appears twice).

Briefly clarify the quantitative analysis approach (e.g., use of mean rating or statistical tool).

Add one implication statement at the end (e.g., its potential for replication in other NSTP components).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct in its research structure and design. The use of expert validation and student evaluation is appropriate for educational material development studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Maximum references are too old. Use latest references , at least last 10 years studies.
Cross Match the references with in text citations. Some references are missing.
Update the references
	

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


	The language is clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly communication.
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	Accepted and publish it after incorporation of comments
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