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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 holds significant value for the scientific community as it explores a largely overlooked aspect of censorship in educational institutions during the Greek dictatorship of 1967–1974. By focusing on archival material from the Pedagogical Academy of Heraklion’s lending library, it offers a fresh perspective rooted in the methodology of 'history from below', emphasizing institutional rather than individual experiences.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. It's very Precise
	

	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 comprehensive. Although it is quite extensive, I would suggest a more brief approach.It's very mechanical , ending at precise 299 words. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Its accurate for the written text
	

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

	Yes




	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Introduction and literature reviwe can not be at the same place.It needs to differentiate category.
2.  At” Censorship  distinguished into three sub-forms”- author should inclued the modern sub forms. That would give the readers a full view of the forms. 
3. At “French philosopher's work”- state the name
4. At” Research Problem one more problem can be added- How do informal mechanisms such as curriculum design, textbook selection, and classroom discourse contribute to the silent reproduction of censorship within education systems during politically repressive periods?
5. Research methodology is not clear. It should stat if its: quantitative, qualitative, or. mixed methods.And explain in that method. 
6. The research Result should reflect the methodology


	










	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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