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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.


	The importance of this document to the scientific community is illustrated in the following:

- Emphasis on developing professional science.

- Measurement of this development by country-specific teaching strategies is implemented in teaching practice.

- The importance of primary school teachers is the basic education in this country.

- Reach for real results can be used in the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, as it clearly identifies the independent and dependent variables and the research sample.
	

	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, as it includes the research objective, the sample and tool, and finally the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, as the title is specified, followed by the abstract, followed by the introduction to the research and the background of the problem, then the hypotheses, research methods and techniques, the research experiment and results, and then the references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Accordingly, the references need to be updated, especially since we are in the year 2025. It is also preferable to separate electronic references from physical references, as follows:

Author's name, title of the research or article, accessed on ../.../2025.

Website link: ................................................. .
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and quality of the English of the article are suitable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is generally good.

However, the problem must be clearly defined, followed by a main research question and related sub-questions. A theoretical framework of four pages, including the introduction or background to the problem, must also be included. Recommendations, including suggestions, must also be included, and the research must conclude.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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