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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 paper examines how teaching aids influence students’ ability to construct knowledge in education. It links constructivist learning theory with chemistry teaching, offering evidence on psychomotor and cognitive growth. The results help improve instructional design, especially in STEM, where hands-on materials enhance understanding. It benefits curriculum designers, teacher trainers, and policymakers aiming to boost science literacy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable, concise, and aligned with the study’s focus. 
	

	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 clear and summarises purpose, method, findings, and conclusion. It should mention the sample size (n=40) and specify the statistical tools (correlation, regression, p-value) for transparency. Keywords are relevant but could include “constructivism” and “psychomotor learning” to improve discoverability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with a clear objective and appropriate quasi-experimental design. The correlation results (r = 0.52; r = 0.452; p < 0.05) are well interpreted. However, the study would improve with:

· Clearer explanation of variable operationalisation (e.g., how “learning resources” were measured).

· Inclusion of control variables like socio-economic background or prior achievement.

· A discussion of causality limitations due to the correlational design.

The integration of constructivist theory and psychomotor learning principles enhances the scientific foundation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The recent (2020–2025) references are relevant to constructivism, learning resources, and psychomotor education. OECD and PISA data contextualise the problem effectively.
Suggested additions:
· Mayer, R. E. (2021). Multimedia Learning (3rd ed.). Cambridge University Press.

· Bransford, J. D., Brown, A. L., & Cocking, R. R. (2000). How People Learn: Brain, Mind, Experience, and School. National Academy Press.
These would deepen the theoretical framework of knowledge construction and learning design.
	

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


	The manuscript is clear in English, but minor grammatical edits could improve readability, like tense consistency and article usage. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology should clarify the data analysis flow (normality -> homogeneity -> correlation -> interpretation). Figures are informative but need consistent captions and numbering. 

Requires minor improvements in abstract detail, data reporting, and clarity in methodology
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No explicit ethical concerns are identified. The study involves non-invasive educational activities with standard ethical safeguards. Including a statement that informed consent was obtained from students and school authorities would further enhance credibility.
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