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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 considerable value for the scientific community, offering a detailed comparative analysis of the Sci-Bono Discovery Centre alongside other science centres in the SADC region. By evaluating how effectively these institutions promote STEM education and innovation, the study provides crucial insights into their role in boosting scientific literacy and encouraging regional collaboration. The findings could influence policy decisions, resource distribution, and the development of future science education initiatives throughout Southern Africa. Additionally, the manuscript contributes to the ongoing conversation about the impact of science centres on public engagement with science, laying the groundwork for future research and advancements in science outreach efforts.
	

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

	I want to suggest an alternative title: "Assessing the Effectiveness of Sci-Bono Discovery Centre: A Comparative Analysis with Other Science Centres in the SADC Region"
	

	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 should be italicized and provide a succinct summary that highlights the main focus of the research. It should briefly outline the research methodology, key findings, and the key recommendations which was not well captured in the abstract. This overview allows readers to quickly grasp the essence of the study, including its purpose, approach, results, and potential implications, without delving into excessive detail.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as it addresses the relevant and significant aspect of research
 areas that align with current educational and scientific priorities.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references included in the manuscript are generally solid, but I’ve noticed that a few of them are a bit outdated. To ensure the manuscript reflects the most up-to-date developments in the field, it would be beneficial to replace these older citations with more recent research. By doing so, the manuscript will not only stay relevant but also align with the latest trends and findings in STEM education, science communication, and regional collaboration within Southern Africa. Updating these references will provide readers with a more accurate, current perspective and strengthen the overall impact of your work.
	

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

	The language and English quality appear to be generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. The tone is formal, and the writing is coherent, which is essential for academic work. However, a few areas could benefit from refinement to improve readability, precision, and flow, which are crucial in scholarly writing as pointed in the manuscript.

	

	Optional/General comments

	In summary, the manuscript appears to be on a strong path, but focusing on clarity, abstract, methodology, recommendations, updating references, engaging the reader, and ensuring that your data and conclusions are well-supported will strengthen the overall impact and quality of the manuscript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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