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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 article utilizes the method of contradiction analysis to try to explain the problems in the living of rule education in kindergartens, and explores the practical paths to better improve rule education. It underscores among other things, the need to improve the evaluation of the effectiveness of dogmatic rule education, perfect the evaluation system, pay attention to the self-evaluation of teachers, and carry out in-depth evaluation in combination with the internalization of rules by young children, so as to continuously improve the quality of education. Offering rich insights, the article makes a significant contribution to scholarly discourse in this field. By engaging relevant sources, it establishes a strong foundation for further research.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is 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 abstract needs to provide more comprehensive synopsis of the study – should capture the objective(s) of the study and highlight the theoretical framework of the study. Given the nature of the study, it should also briefly capture the significance of the study – how the study will contribute to what is already known in this area. I suggest the author/s revise the abstract in line with the comment above.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript to some extent is scientifically correct but needs to anchor around the stricture of a relevant theoretical framework for sound theoretical background and depth. I suggest the author(s) provide a section for a defined theoretical framework for the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The study gathered some literature but most of the literature are quite old and not current enough for a study such as this. It is important that a study of this nature relies majorly on recent sources for richer theoretical insight. I suggest the author(s) consider employing more recent literature/sources.

	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is to some extent suitable for scholarly communication but some grammar errors: punctuations, conjugations, and omissions across the manuscript need close attention.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The study needs major restructuring for clarity. Given the nature of the study, the author(s) should clearly state the theoretical orientation of the study, and what criteria informed the choice of selection of the theory for the study.

·  It will be important as well to highlight any major theoretical gap in previous studies in this area. The author should crosscheck and perhaps restructure this section of the study. 

· As already mentioned above, it is important that a study of this nature relies majorly on recent sources – not more than five years old for richer theoretical/conceptual insight.

· The pages of the manuscript are not numbered. This makes reading the manuscript a bit difficult. The author/s need to consider inserting page numbers.
· The authors should review and align the manuscript with the journal’s author guidelines, ensuring proper formatting, page numbering, and citation style (references/bibliography).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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