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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The design of the TPACK-based PjBL model is an innovation in learning strategies to improve 
students' 4C skills through the development of the times and technological advances today. The 
validity, practicality, and effectiveness of the TPACK-based PjBL design and its implementation support 
devices in the trial are a step forward to producing an innovative learning strategy as an alternative to 
teaching in lectures. 

 

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

 

The title was suitable for the article but I suggest an alternative title  
 
TPACK-BASED PROJECT-BASED LEARNING MODEL DEVELOPMENT TO IMPROVE THE FOUR 
C'S STUDENTS' SKILLS. 

 

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 of the article was quite comprehensive according to Asian Journal of Education and Social 
Studies template 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subsection and structure of the manuscript was appropriate with Asian Journal of Education and 
Social Studies template 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript uses scientific methods. Researchers expertly describe the methods for gathering and 
evaluating data. The study's findings are consistent with those of several other studies. A summary of 
the study's conclusions followed a discussion of its findings. However, it is recommended that articles 
published in journals within the last ten years be used as references. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Citations in manuscripts are pertinent to the topic under investigation, emphasizing publications 
produced by the investigators. However, references should come from journal articles published over 
ten years ago. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
The English used in this article must be proofread to make it easier for readers to understand. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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