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	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 holds significant importance for the scientific community, particularly in the field of science education. It provides crucial empirical data on in-service teachers' understanding of the Nature of Science (NOS), identifying both strengths and specific conceptual gaps, such as the role of creativity and the distinction between science and technology. The findings directly inform the design of targeted professional development and teacher education programs, which is essential for improving classroom practice. Ultimately, by contributing to the development of teachers who can foster authentic scientific literacy, this research supports the broader goal of cultivating a scientifically literate citizenry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In-Service Teachers' Perceptions of the Nature of Science in Instructional Contexts", is good and generally suitable
	

	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 current abstract is good but not fully comprehensive. It covers the basic elements of the study (topic, method, participants, and a high-level finding) but misses the opportunity to succinctly present the most salient and actionable findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates good scientific practice in its structure and core methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are good but have room for improvement in terms of recency and strategic coverage. They are sufficient to establish the foundational theories of NOS but could be strengthened to better contextualize the study within the very latest research conversations.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are functional but not yet suitable for formal scholarly communication without revision. The manuscript conveys its main points, but the writing frequently lacks the fluency, precision, and formal tone expected in an international journal. Numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and non-idiomatic expressions can distract the reader and undermine the professional credibility of the work.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable and relevant study with a solid methodological foundation and findings that contribute meaningfully to the field of science teacher education, particularly in a Thai context. The core research is sound, and the identified gaps in teacher understanding of the Nature of Science (NOS) are significant and well-supported by the data. With targeted revisions, this manuscript has the potential to be a strong contribution to the literature.
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