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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by bridging the gap between local cultural wisdom and modern neuroscience principles in early childhood education (ECCE). This study empirically demonstrates how traditional games, often considered merely recreational, actually serve as effective, low-cost pedagogical tools to stimulate brain plasticity, executive function, and embodied cognition. Furthermore, this research supports global and national policy frameworks, such as the NEP 2020, by validating the use of cultural artifacts as an inclusive learning method that strengthens social identity and academic readiness. These findings offer a practical model for educators and policymakers in resource-constrained settings to implement evidence-based curricula that remain culturally relevant.

This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by bridging the gap between indigenous cultural wisdom and modern neuroscience principles in Early Childhood Education (ECCE). The study empirically demonstrates how traditional games such as Kabaddi and Hopscotch serve as effective, low-cost pedagogical tools to stimulate brain plasticity, executive function, and embodied cognition. Furthermore, the study supports educational policy frameworks, such as the NEP 2020, by validating the use of cultural artifacts as an inclusive learning method that strengthens social identity and academic readiness. These findings offer a practical model for educators to implement an evidence-based curriculum that remains culturally relevant and cognitively effective.
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The title "The Role of Traditional Games in Supporting Neuroscience-Informed Learning at the ECCE Stage" accurately reflects the main focus of the study, namely the use of traditional games to support neuroscience-informed learning at the ECCE stage.
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The abstract details the specific benefits of each game; for example, Hopscotch and Salt for memory and coordination, while Kabaddi and Kho Kho for teamwork and self regulation
	.

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
Keywords such as "Traditional games" and "ECCE" (Early Childhood Care and Education) immediately identify the main subject and level of education being studied.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The author begins with the urgency of the ECCE phase as a critical period of growth, followed by the neuroscience research foundation on brain plasticity, and concludes with the specific role of traditional games as a practical solution.
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The authors set out to highlight the relevance of culture in fostering community identity and connection, which gives a sociocultural dimension to this research.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The authors used very recent and relevant references, most of which were published between 2024 and 2025. This shows that the research is based on the most contemporary scientific developments in the fields of neuroscience and education.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The methodology used is considered very appropriate because the qualitative approach chosen is able to explore the depth of complex social and cultural phenomena in the context of early childhood education
	.

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The researchers explicitly stated that they had obtained consent from school authorities, teachers, and parents before commencing data collection.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The research results are presented by following the four main research objectives sequentially, so that readers can easily track the achievement of each study target.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
Table 1 presents an organized summary of key findings, mapping each research objective to its specific findings, neuroscience alignment, and pedagogical effectiveness.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The author compares the findings of the Kabaddi and Kho Kho games with Alotaibi's (2024) research which shows that game-based learning improves executive functions such as working memory and attention regulation.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
Statements about improvements in motor, cognitive, and socio-emotional development are not just claims, but rather results recorded in developmental checklists and interviews with teachers.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
Since using a qualitative descriptive design with a specific sample size (100 students and 20 teachers), the authors should mention that these results provide in-depth insights but are not intended for broad-scale statistical representation.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The author includes sources from leading international organizations such as UNESCO (2024), national policies such as NEP 2020, as well as reputable scientific journals such as Frontiers in Psychology and Indian Journal of Neurology.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
The author successfully uses technical terms such as brain plasticity, executive functions, and embodied cognition appropriately without making the text feel too dense or difficult to follow. Each technical term is directly linked to a real-life activity (traditional games), making its meaning more concrete.
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES, the title of the article is appropriate.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES, the abstract of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES, the manuscript is scientifically accurate
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES, the references provided are adequate and very up to date.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	No
	






PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	

Overall, this manuscript is of excellent quality, particularly in terms of the up to dateness of the references (2024-2025) and the integration of local culture with neuroscience. This paper makes a significant practical contribution to early childhood education (ECCE).

This paper makes a significant practical contribution to early childhood education (ECCE).
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