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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 manuscript addresses the challenge in practical analysis of data and offers a tool that can improve understanding of the students by demonstrating how thoughtfully designed web-based tools can enhance research training.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable. To make it more reader friendly, a shorter alternative could be “AEDS: An Online Biostatistical Assistant for Higher Education”
	

	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 is clear and comprehensive. However, it could be further strengthened by mentioning how the tool was evaluated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is not scientifically sound in its correct form. Author does not provide a clear statement of research problem or discuss previous research gaps and instead directly presents the contribution of the study in final paragraph of the introduction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	“The author should incorporate additional and more recent references. The current manuscript includes only 10 references, with the most recent from 2021, which may not fully reflect the latest developments in digital learning tools and biostatistics education.”
	

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

	The language is generally acceptable for scholarly communication. However, the long sentences must be synthesized for better readability and to enhance clarity and academic tone.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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