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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 paper makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by presenting a holistic approach combining pedagogical documentation, collaborative learning, and classroom utilization in early childhood education. This research fills a crucial gap between the theory and practice of parental involvement in early childhood curricula, particularly in the Greek context where pedagogical documentation is not yet a mandatory part of the official curriculum. The collaborative action research methodology used provides practical insights into how educators can improve communication with parents through documentation of children's learning. The findings on the use of digital platforms such as Padlet as an innovative solution for electronic documentation open new opportunities for modern educational practices that can be adapted by other educational institutions.
	

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

	The title of this article is quite appropriate and well describes the core of the research. The title "Pedagogical Documentation as a 'Bridge' between Parents and the Early Childhood Curriculum" accurately captures the main concept of the research: pedagogical documentation as a link between parents and the early childhood education curriculum.
However, if a more context-specific alternative is needed, one could consider:
"Building a Bridge of Parental Involvement: Pedagogical Documentation in the Early Childhood Education Curriculum in Greece."
This alternative title more explicitly emphasizes the aspect of parental involvement and the geographical context of the research conducted in Greece, but the original title remains more concise and universal.
	

	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.

	This article's abstract is quite comprehensive in describing research on pedagogical documentation as a bridge between parents and early childhood education curriculum. However, there are several suggestions for improvement:
Suggested additions:
- Specify the number of participants (10 educators, 5 schools, 192 children) to provide an overview of the scale of the study.
- Brief explanation of "collaborative action research" as the primary methodology.
- Mention the use of a digital platform (Padlet) as a key innovation.
Structure improvements:
- The "Study design" section should be combined with the methodology section as it does not provide clear information about the research design.
- Results could be more specific in stating the concrete impact on parent engagement.

Overall, the abstract is adequate but could be more informative with additional methodological details and more measurable results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Scientifically, this manuscript has a sound research structure with an appropriate action research methodology, a coherent design, and an adequate data triangulation process. Cronbach's alpha (0.95) indicates high instrument reliability. However, several weaknesses exist: the small sample size and purposive sampling limit generalizability, the low parental response rate (45 out of 192 families), and the absence of a control group for comparison. External validity is limited due to the specific Greek context. Nevertheless, the findings on pedagogical documentation as a bridge between schools and families are supported by consistent data and are relevant to the existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list in this article is quite comprehensive with 57 references, including relevant and recent sources. However, some suggestions for improving the quality of the references:
Strengths:
- Covers a diverse range of international literature from various countries (Australia, Germany, Finland, etc.)
- Most references are from 2017-2023, demonstrating the novelty of the research
- Good combination of theory and practice of pedagogical documentation

Suggested additional references:
1. Recent research 2024-2025: Recent studies on educator reflections on pedagogical documentation published in 2025.
- Digital documentation: More specific research on the transformation of digital documentation in the post-pandemic era
- Cross-cultural studies: Comparative studies of PD implementation in different cultural contexts, particularly the Mediterranean/Balkan region
- Parent engagement metrics: Research with more robust quantitative data on the effectiveness of parent engagement
- Teacher professional development: Recent literature on in-service training for PD
The article would benefit from the integration of more contemporary research, particularly that addressing the impact of digital technology on pedagogical documentation practices.
	

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

	
The English quality in this article is generally adequate for academic communication, but there are some areas that require improvement. The article demonstrates a good grasp of academic terminology and generally clear sentence structure.
However, there are some weaknesses worth noting: some minor grammatical errors, occasional inaccurate use of articles (a, an, the), and some sentences that are too long, which hinders clarity. Some expressions also feel somewhat stiff or unnatural in academic English.
Despite this, the article remains comprehensible and conveys the research ideas effectively. For publication in a reputable international journal, proofreading by a native English speaker or professional editor is recommended to polish any linguistic aspects that still need improvement.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
This study demonstrates how pedagogical documentation can bridge the gap between home and school in early childhood education. The collaborative action research methodology employed was robust, involving 10 educators from five schools in Greece. Key findings indicate that pedagogical documentation helps parents understand the daily curriculum and actively participate. The use of digital platforms such as Padlet is innovative in overcoming physical limitations. However, the limited sample size of parents who completed the questionnaire (only 45) is a limitation. Overall, this study contributes significantly to the understanding of parental engagement through pedagogical documentation.
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	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? 

	.
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