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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 topic holds considerable importance as teaching and learning dynamics shift globally. Teaching techniques must be examined through a generational lens, particularly given Gen Z’s distinctive classroom behavior, which warrants thorough investigation.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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 should be restructured to include the following sequence:  background, aim or purpose of research, method used, findings/results, and conclusion. This will give a clearer vision of the paper. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor and adheres to established research methodology standards. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes 
	

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


	The results section requires more detailed language development.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	The results section requires substantial revision to strengthen its analytical depth and alignment with the research objectives. Specifically, the presentation of findings should explicitly reference each research objective outlined in the introduction, demonstrating how the data addresses these aims. Furthermore, the statistical or qualitative outcomes must be contextualized within the broader theoretical framework established in the literature review. The significance of the findings should be articulated through clear interpretation of what the results mean for the field, including their theoretical implications, practical applications, and contribution to existing scholarship. Each key finding should be accompanied by sufficient explanation of its importance and relevance to the research questions posed. 
The manuscript didn’t adequately address critical methodological and contextual limitations that may have influenced the study’s outcomes. A comprehensive limitations section should be incorporated to discuss potential constraints such as sample size and composition, generalizability of findings to broader populations, inherent biases in data collection instruments or procedures, temporal or geographical boundaries of the research, and any external factors that may have affected the validity or reliability of results. Additionally, the manuscript lacks substantive recommendations for future research directions. This section should identify specific gaps revealed by the current study, propose alternative methodological approaches that could yield additional insights, suggest unexplored variables or relationships worthy of investigation, recommend different populations or contexts for replication studies, and outline theoretical extensions that would advance scholarly understanding in this domain. The inclusion of these elements is essential for demonstrating reflexive scholarship and contributing meaningfully to the ongoing academic conversation.
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