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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 discusses an important and current issue in science education—how to include academic honesty in problem-based learning (PBL) to help students improve their understanding of chemistry. The study is valuable because it connects both thinking and emotional aspects of learning, helping students build integrity and critical thinking skills needed in the 21st century. It also adds to discussions about moral development in STEM education and fits well with Independent Curriculum.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	   The title accurately reflects the content and scope of the study. It clearly indicates the integration of academic honesty values within a PBL framework for chemistry learning. However, it could be slightly shortened for conciseness. Suggested alternative: “Integrating Academic Honesty into Problem-Based Learning to Enhance Students’ Chemical Literacy”
	

	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 complete, explaining the study’s goals, methods, results, and implications. However, the writing could be made more concise. It should also add a stronger statement about what the findings mean for teachers and curriculum developers.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically solid. The quasi-experimental design (Pretest–Posttest Control Group Design) is suitable, and the statistical analyses are correctly used. However, the discussion could be clearer about the practical meaning of the results, especially in explaining how academic honesty behaviors were measured and understood. The interpretation of some data could also be improved by connecting it more closely to theories about moral and scientific literacy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	   References are sufficient, recent, and relevant, covering key works from 2021–2025. However, a few citations seem repetitive, and the referencing style could be made more consistent. Adding 1–2 global studies on PBL in chemistry education could strengthen the literature review section.
	

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


	The English language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The paper is readable, coherent, and well-structured. Minor stylistic edits (e.g., reducing redundancy and improving flow in the Introduction and Discussion) are recommended to enhance clarity and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well-written, strong in method, and meaningful for education. The use of PBL-KA to combine ethics and learning is innovative and fits current trends in character and competency-based education. Minor edits are suggested to improve language and better explain how academic honesty was assessed and applied in teaching.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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