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The work in question is relevant and addresses an important topic for the field of Science, 

providing a pertinent analysis of the adoption of GenAI in the educational context. The 

research stands out for its solid methodology, which demonstrates the ability to extract 

meaningful data from the interviews conducted, resulting in consistent conclusions that 

contribute to the understanding of the topic. 

However, some suggestions can be made to improve the manuscript: 

- Revision of the Abstract in Portuguese: I recommend a careful review of the abstract, 

especially regarding some accentuation errors. A thorough reading will ensure greater clarity 

and precision in presenting the ideas. 

- Anonymity of Interviewees: Although presenting the names of the interviewees is valid, I 

suggest considering the possibility of using only the initials of their names to preserve 

participants' anonymity, particularly in contexts where the identity might interfere with the 

objective analysis of the data. 

- Methodology Detailing: While the methodology is clearly presented, it would be beneficial to 

delve deeper into the description of the selection criteria for the interviewees, specifying how 

participants were chosen, which characteristics were considered, and how these aspects 

influence the representativeness of the sample. 

Moreover, the work is well-structured, with coherent arguments and relevant discussion, 

reinforcing its importance for the field. Therefore, I recommend the publication of the 

manuscript with the proposed revisions. 
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