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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 presents a detailed exploration of microhistory and its application to the history of education "from below." It makes an important contribution by synthesizing epistemological and methodological debates surrounding microhistorical research. The manuscript offers valuable guidance for scholars interested in alternative, bottom-up approaches to educational historiography, promoting a shift from elite-centered narratives to marginalized voices. Its interdisciplinary approach connecting history, anthropology, and education adds depth to current academic discussions.
	

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

	
Yes, the title accurately reflects the manuscript's content and focus.
No change suggested.
	

	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 but could be improved by clarifying the methodological contribution of the paper.
Suggestion: Add a sentence summarizing how the manuscript proposes new sources and strategies for "bottom-up" historical educational research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and methodologically sound.
It presents a clear argument supported by historical evidence and scholarly debate. The structure is logical, and claims are backed by reputable references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include both classic and modern sources relevant to microhistory and educational historiography.
Additional minor suggestion: Include one or two more recent references (post-2020) if possible, especially regarding microhistory's evolution in education studies.
	

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

	
The manuscript's English is good but needs minor polishing to improve fluency in some sentences.
A few long sentences could be split for better clarity, especially in the Introduction and Theoretical Principles sections.

	

	Optional/General comments

	  Very well-researched manuscript.
  Some paragraphs are long; consider breaking them into smaller sections for readability.
  Consider including a diagram or model summarizing the relationship between microhistory, cultural history, and history of education “from below”.

Only small improvements regarding English polishing, abstract enrichment, and minor paragraphing suggestions. The content itself is excellent.
	






	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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