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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 (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 is important because it provides us with information that History needs to be understood from all aspects and also needs to be criticized. The article states that a new pedagogical perspective is needed in order to see History from another perspective. Likewise, the new philosophy of nationalism will shape history education with selective and ideological narratives. This article provides an understanding that national History applies hegemony to local history.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate and 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.
	In the abstract there is a Conclusion statement and there are also research results. It is better to use research results only. Certain elements or statements in the Conclusion are integrated with the research results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically meets scientific criteria, namely an abstract, background, problem formulation, methods used, research findings, discussion and conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In the manuscript almost 40% of references are old. It is better to add new references to balance the percentage.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language quality is quite good and easy to understand.
	

	Optional/General comments
	In general, this article is written using scientific steps. The background and problems have been formulated very well, the findings have been presented in detail, the discussion of the findings is appropriate, and the conclusion. It's just that this article is just an initial thought stating the need for new nationalism, the need for new pedagogy to generate critical thinking in students towards the hegemony of History that has been compiled by the nation or the country's leaders in the past.
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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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