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	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 for the scientific community because it addresses a clear theoretical gap in play studies by foregrounding play processes rather than developmental outcomes, thereby challenging dominant outcome-oriented paradigms. By offering a rigorous conceptualization of spintop play as embodied, exploratory, mastery-oriented, and socially mediated, the paper extends both classical and contemporary play theories, particularly affordance-based and embodied perspectives. The study also contributes to materiality-focused research by demonstrating how simple, non-digital toys generate complex play ecologies involving skill, pleasure, cultural meaning, and peer interaction. Finally, situating spintop toys as transgenerational and culturally embedded play artifacts provides a valuable counterpoint to digital play research and opens new directions for theorizing traditional toys within modern play environments.
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	This manuscript is conceptually strong and offers a refreshing, theory-driven perspective on an underexplored form of play. The writing is clear and well-structured, and the integration of classical and contemporary play theories is handled thoughtfully. The focus on materiality, embodiment, and play processes rather than developmental outcomes significantly enhances its originality and relevance. With its strong theoretical grounding and cultural sensitivity, the paper has the potential to stimulate further interdisciplinary research in play studies, education, and childhood research.
Overall, this is a well-argued and original manuscript that makes a meaningful contribution to play studies by re-centering attention on play processes, materiality, and embodiment. The theoretical framework is coherent and effectively integrates classical and contemporary perspectives, offering a nuanced understanding of spintop play beyond developmental instrumentalism. The paper is timely and relevant, particularly in the context of increasing digitalization of children’s play, and it successfully highlights the enduring value of simple, traditional toys. With its strong conceptual clarity and interdisciplinary relevance, the manuscript is suitable for publication and likely to inspire further theoretical and empirical work in the field.
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