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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 manuscript is valuable for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners seeking to design curriculum, professional development, and policy frameworks that support ethical, effective, and developmentally appropriate GenAI use in K–12 education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Generally 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.


	Consider explicitly stating the timeframe of the literature (2018–2025) in the abstract for transparency. The abstract could briefly mention the thematic synthesis approach used, not only PRISMA, to clarify how findings were analysed. Minor language refinement is recommended to improve flow (e.g., reducing repetition of “prompt engineering” in consecutive sentences).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The use of PRISMA 2020 guidelines is correctly justified and applied. The search strategy, inclusion and exclusion criteria, screening process, and thematic synthesis are clearly described and transparent.

Minor inconsistencies (e.g., reporting 21 vs. 38 studies in one section) should be corrected to maintain internal consistency, but these do not undermine the overall scientific validity of the stud
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, with the majority published between 2023 and 2025. The manuscript demonstrates strong engagement with current scholarship in GenAI, education, and prompt engineering.

Suggestions:

i. Consider adding one or two policy-oriented references (e.g., UNESCO, OECD, or national AI-in-education guidelines) to strengthen the policy implication section.
ii. Ensure consistency in referencing format (some arXiv and institutional documents could be standardised).


	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor language editing is recommended to:

i. Correct grammatical errors (e.g., subject–verb agreement, article use)

ii. Improve sentence conciseness in the Methods and Results sections

iii. Ensure consistent terminology (e.g., PRISMA vs. “PRIMA”, spelling of “schoolar/scholar”)



	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall it is suitable and relevant
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