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	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 provides valuable longitudinal insights into the digital transformation of Greece’s primary education system, offering a comprehensive case study on implementing EU digital educational policies at the national level. It contributes essential knowledge on addressing geographical and socioeconomic challenges in educational technology integration, filling a significant research gap in understanding how digital tools impact educational outcomes in diverse contexts. By documenting both successes and persistent obstacles over four decades, this research offers actionable insights for policymakers and educators globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable for the article.
	

	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 comprehensive, covering the key components expected in research abstract: aims, study design, methodology, results, and conclusion. It effectively summarizes the scope, approach, and findings of the research. However, I suggest two minor additions to strengthen it further:
1. In the methodology section, analysis framework or theoretical lens used to evaluate the information systems integration, can be briefly mentioned to clarify the analytical approach.

2. In the results section, a brief quantitative indicator of progress (For Example, percentage increase in digital tool adoption, teacher training completion rates, etc.) can be included, to provide concrete evidence of the transformation described.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It presents well-researched, methodologically sound qualitative academic review of the integration of information system in Greek primary education. The analysis is structures chronologically and thematically, drawing on National policy documents, case studies, and alignment with EU Frameworks. The use of case studies enhances the scientific rigor by grounding theoretical observations in practice. The manuscript maintains an objective tone and appropriately balances analysis with evidence.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the refences are sufficient and recent. The manuscript effectively references Greek and International Literature to support its points. However. A few suggestions could enhance the scholarly foundation:

1. Include OECD reports (For example, Digital Education Outlook), and UNESCO frameworks on ICT in education for broader international benchmarking.

2. Cite additional peer reviewed literature on digital pedagogy from generals like computers and education technology to diversify the sources beyond national and EU contexts.
3. All the references must be written in a single referencing style.
	

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


	Yes, the English language quality is suitable for hey scholarly communication The manuscript uses formal academic language, clear structure and discipline-appropriate vocabulary. Sentences are well structured, and there is a logical flow of ideas. Minor proof reading might help with the conciseness insertion long paragraphs, but overall, the language is articulate, grammatically correct, and well suited for the publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript offers a thorough and insightful overview of the digital transformation in Greek primary education.

2. The alignment with EU strategies adds substantial value and context, positioning Greece experience within a broader European movement.
3. Case studies are well chosen and illustrate practical implementations of IS effectively.
4. The recommendations section is forward looking and actionable, making it useful for policy makers and practitioners alike.
The manuscript provides a comprehensive, well structures and scientifically sound review of the digital transformation of primary education in Greece. The content is academically rigorous with an insightful analysis of historical developments, current implementations, benefits and challenges and alignment with EU digital education strategies. The integration of detailed case studies enhances its practical relevance and strengthens its contribution to the field. 

Minor Suggestion:

Breakdown some longer paragraphs and consider adding subheadings in the sections like ‘benefits’ and ‘challenges’ for better readability.
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