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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 a relevant and timely topic in chemistry education: the integration of Ethno-chemistry and Augmented Reality (AR) to enhance students’ learning motivation. This blending of cultural knowledge with modern technology is significant for both preserving local wisdom and improving engagement in science classrooms. Furthermore, the study contributes to ongoing discussions about contextualized learning and the application of digital innovations in education, particularly in under-researched regions such as Indonesia. Therefore, its findings have potential implications for curriculum designers, educators, and policymakers interested in culturally responsive and technology-assisted teaching practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “The Effect of Implementing an Ethno-chemistry Book Integrated with AR on Students' Learning Motivation”, is generally suitable, but it could be made more concise and precise. Suggested alternative: “Enhancing Student Motivation through Ethno-chemistry Textbooks with Augmented Reality Integration”.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract presents background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, 

• It should briefly mention the theoretical contribution (linking culture and technology for motivation).

• The phrase “local wisdom” could be emphasized to highlight the cultural context. 

• Minor language refinements are needed (e.g., replace “proved” with “showed or revealed”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, using a quasi-experimental design and appropriate statistical analysis (independent samples t-test). Still, some issues need attention:

 1. Research site inconsistency, both Bengkayang and Jakarta 53 Senior High School are mentioned; this must be clarified.

 2. Instrument validation, reliability details (e.g., Cronbach’s alpha) should be reported. 

 3. Figures, Figure 1 is incomplete or missing.

 4. Discussion could be strengthened by linking results to motivational theories and AR pedagogy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a good number of recent studies (2021–2025). However, 

• Some references are inconsistent or incomplete (e.g., “Navvaro et al., 2020”, “El Yazidi and Rijal, 2024”). 

• Additional relevant references on AR and culturally responsive pedagogy could strengthen the background.

 • Suggested addition: (Pradhan, R., & Madhusudan, J. V., 2022, November 15–16). A systematic review of the effect of artificial intelligence and augmented reality on students' academic performance and motivation. In Proceedings of the 4th International Conference on Virtual Reality (pp. 135–141). Harran University, Turkey). Cite this article in your study, which is relevant to your study
	

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


	 The English is understandable but needs editing for grammar, conciseness, and academic tone. Examples:

 • “the (Elford, 2022)” (typo).

 • “engaging and engaging” (repetition). 

 • Sentences should be tightened for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	• The manuscript makes a valuable contribution to ethnoscience and digital education research. • Clarifying the research site, improving methodological reporting, and polishing the language will significantly improve quality. 
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