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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.


	The paper presents significant findings on how technology will be of use in teaching chemistry, especially with the introduction of Artificial Intelligence (AI) and Internet of Things, which can enhance learning and provision of a concreate and visually appealing figures considering that chemistry is the subject of exploration where elements and genetics understanding is significant to grasp well lessons and the significance of topics. This is something new to the field of teaching-learning process and a way of delivering interactive discussions a better retention to students who are considered visual learners. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriately crafted, which is suitable for the journal and search engines. However, the strongest selling point of the paper is the cross-cultural comparison. Thus, it is suggested to refine the title to “Navigating Socio-Technical Constraints in Chemistry Education: Pandemic Insights and Future Perspectives on IoT and Artificial Intelligence from the Global North and South” . The new title will indicate to readers that the study explored two countries in the Global North and South, as indicated in the paper's presentation. 
	

	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.


	There is no clear discussion of the design used by the researcher/s in the paper. The image should have been provided in the results of the study. In the abstract, just present the comprehensive summary of the paper without the image, since the image can be considered as an output of the paper. Therefore, it is better presented in the discussion of the findings, with a clear explanation of the image's significance in the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study presented the introduction and immediately jumped to the discussion of the results without discussing the paper. There should be a separate presentation of the methodology so there is a clear understanding of the design used and how the data/information was gathered, since it is claimed to have explored in the countries of India, Spain, and the Philippines. Why these three (3) countries? Why not other countries? Moreover, the paper feels like two separate articles. It is observed that from Sections 1-6, it is all about the past like of the pandemic, using WhatsApp, and Zoom. Section 7 is about the future, considering AI and IoT. The transitions of the presentation is abrupt and trembling. A clear discussion must be established on the essence of the application of IoT and AI. Additionally, Section 7 of the paper provides a shallow discussion of how AI and IoT work in a chemistry class. Thus, it is recommended to explicitly discuss how they will work in chemistry classes, considering this is one of the major objectives of the study. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Kindly provide an in-text citation for the statement provided on the statistics, like the statement….31 million households….
	

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


	The English is understandable; however, some need refinement, as some terms are awkward or too informal and could affect what the message intends to convey. There is a need to review the paper for there are just minor grammatical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Thank you for providing me with this opportunity to review the paper. Wishing the author a successful publication. There is just a need to make a major revision to the paper, specifically the methodology, to make it academically sound. 
There is a need to have a major revision on the methodology part.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest. 
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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