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	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.


	The manuscript addresses an important educational issue by empirically examining how chemical teaching aids and learning resources contribute to students’ knowledge construction. Its focus on the correlation between hands-on learning tools and conceptual understanding in science education offers practical insights for improving teaching strategies and curriculum design. The study holds significance for advancing constructivist approaches in chemistry learning, emphasizing the integration of psychomotor, cognitive, and affective dimensions in fostering deeper student engagement and comprehension.
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	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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate, as it employs a quasi-experimental design with correlational analysis, uses relevant variables (teaching aids, learning resources, and knowledge construction), and reports valid statistical measures such as correlation coefficients and significance levels (p < 0.05). However, there are a few areas that could be strengthened for full scientific rigor:

· Clarify variable operationalization — how “skills in using teaching aids” and “ability to construct knowledge” were measured or scored.

· Expand data interpretation — explain what moderate correlations (r = 0.452, r = 0.408) imply in educational contexts.

· Ensure reliability and validity tests for instruments are described (e.g., Cronbach’s alpha, pilot testing).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are evident in this manuscript.
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