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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 significantly contributes to the discourse on digital transformation in primary education by moving beyond instrumental views of technology integration toward a systemic, human-centered, and ethically grounded framework. Its interdisciplinary synthesis of constructivist epistemology, TPACK, and governance scholarship offers a novel theoretical lens for understanding how intelligent technologies reshape pedagogical structures, professional identities, and institutional responsibilities. The paper’s emphasis on ethical governance, equity, and developmental appropriateness addresses critical gaps in current educational technology literature. By articulating strategic policy priorities and research directions, this work provides a valuable roadmap for researchers, policymakers, and educators navigating the complexities of AI-mediated learning environments in early schooling.



	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and effectively captures the manuscript’s scope, emphasizing systemic transformation, human-centered pedagogy, and ethical digital futures. However, to enhance precision, a slightly streamlined version could be considered: “Reimagining Primary Education in the Age of Intelligent Technologies: Systemic Transformation, Human-Centered Pedagogy, and Ethical Futures.”
	

	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 well-structured and provides a clear overview of the manuscript’s purpose, theoretical foundations, and conclusions. It effectively communicates the systemic perspective and the multidimensional framework proposed. However, the abstract would benefit from briefly indicating the methodological approach employed (e.g., interdisciplinary literature synthesis) to clarify the paper’s nature as a conceptual or theoretical review. Additionally, a concise statement of the key findings or propositions would strengthen the abstract’s informative value.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound but lacks methodological transparency, which should be addressed to enhance its scholarly rigor and reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive (52 sources) and demonstrates strong engagement with contemporary scholarship, the majority of sources are recent (2019-2025), and ensuring currency.
	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable, with sophisticated academic vocabulary and clear prose. However, as noted in the general opinion, the academic writing style requires refinement in several areas: sentence structures occasionally become overly complex, affecting readability
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a valuable and timely contribution to the field of primary education and educational technology. Its strengths lie in the systemic perspective, ethical depth, and integration of multiple theoretical frameworks. However, three areas require attention prior to publication: (1) clarification of the paper's type (conceptual/theoretical review) and inclusion of methodological transparency; (2) refinement of academic writing for clarity and conciseness; and (3) minor structural adjustments to enhance coherence across sections.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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