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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 is significant for the scientific community as it contributes to the growing literature on flexible learning and the use of self-directed learning modules in history instruction. By analysing teachers' perceptions and students' challenges with self-directed learning modules, this study provides insight into their effectiveness and limitations in real-world settings. The findings of this article are also crucial for educators, curriculum developers, and policymakers to improve the design, implementation, and evaluation of self-
directed learning modules to foster more independent and meaningful learning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of this article is self-explanatory, highlighting two main focuses: teacher perceptions and student challenges. The topic of Self-Learning Modules (SLMs) is also relevant to the trend of flexible education in the wake of the COVID-19 pandemic.
	

	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. However, the author should provide basic information about the participants and, at the end, summarise the contributions to the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is correct and valid in terms of design, procedure, and implementation, but it needs strengthening in data validity (triangulation) and theoretical foundation to be more robust. Because the researcher only used data from teachers (21 people), while "students' challenges" are mentioned but not explicitly explained, are they also derived from student interviews or solely based on teachers' perceptions?
Please clarify again, the source of the data regarding student challenges: indirect observation, documents, or teachers' perceptions?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	Some are quite up to date, but need additional credible international and theoretical sources.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	It is suitable for international scholarly communication, with some minor stylistic edits.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Overall, the manuscript presents a relevant and timely investigation into the use of Self-Learning Modules (SLMs) in World History education, particularly within the context of flexible and distance learning. The topic is well-aligned with current educational concerns related to post-pandemic instructional modalities, independent learning, and teacher adaptation.
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