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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.

	The manuscript offers a critical evaluation of the Secondary School Improvement Programme (SSIP), underscoring its significant yet uneven impact on student achievement across Gauteng. By synthesizing data from multiple sources, it highlights key operational deficiencies, particularly in data management and resource distribution, that could be mitigated through strategic policy adjustments. The analysis suggests a pressing need for integrating technological solutions to enhance the efficiency and accuracy of the program's administrative functions. Such a deeper examination not only broadens the academic discourse on educational improvement but also provides actionable insights for optimizing the effectiveness of similar initiatives globally.
	

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

	The current title of the article is quite comprehensive and clearly indicates the content and methodology of the study. 

However, if a more succinct or engaging title is preferred, particularly to capture the attention of a broader readership or emphasize the impact and findings, you might consider an alternative like:

"Transforming Education in Gauteng: Impact Analysis of the Secondary School Improvement Programme"

My reason to suggest this alternative is because this alternative title focuses on the transformative impact of the SSIP, which could appeal more directly to readers interested in educational reforms and outcomes. It also maintains the geographical focus while simplifying the description of the methodology, making it potentially more accessible to a wider audience without specialist knowledge in research methods. This title underscores the results and changes brought about by the program, aligning with the article's focus on evaluating effectiveness and outcomes.
	

	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 of the article provides a thorough overview of the study, covering the purpose, methodology, main findings, and implications of the research. However, there are a few suggestions for enhancing clarity and depth:

Clarify Scope and Impact: Specify that while the study is centered in Gauteng, the findings have broader implications for similar educational settings.

Elaborate on Methodology: Provide a succinct explanation of how the mixed-methods approach was employed to enrich the research.

Simplify Language: Adjust the terminology to be accessible to a broader audience while maintaining a scholarly tone.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes it is. The manuscript on the Secondary School Improvement Programme (SSIP) in Gauteng employs a rigorous mixed-methods approach, combining quantitative student performance data with qualitative insights from educators and students, to comprehensively evaluate the program's effectiveness. The study is well-grounded in a logical theoretical framework, enhancing its scientific robustness. However, it could benefit from broader geographic analysis to enhance generalizability, deeper exploration of long-term educational impacts, and integration of more diverse stakeholder perspectives. Addressing these areas could provide a more holistic understanding of SSIP's effectiveness and its potential replicability in other regions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Based on the information provided and the overall context of the manuscript, the references appear to be both sufficient and recent, adequately supporting the research themes and methodology.
	

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

	The language and English quality of the manuscript you provided is generally suitable for scholarly communications, featuring a formal academic tone, structured format, and extensive referencing. There are areas that can be improved, including ensuring consistency in terminology, revising minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasings for enhanced readability. I will provide some example to give a better understanding: 

i. The document refers to the "Secondary School Improvement Programme" as both "SSIP" and the full name interchangeably without consistent reiteration of the acronym, which might confuse readers unfamiliar with the term.

ii. In the sentence- The Belmont ethical principles of justice, beneficence and respects of persons was applied and to enhance the validity and reliability of results.
The phrase should be corrected to -The Belmont ethical principles of justice, beneficence, and respect for persons were applied to enhance the validity and reliability of the results.

iii. From the abstract - Funded by the South African government, SSIP aims to increase pass rates and improve the overall quality of education offered to learners in critical subjects such as mathematics, physical sciences, and languages.  This could be more concisely rephrased as - Funded by the South African government, SSIP aims to improve pass rates and the quality of education in critical subjects like mathematics, physical sciences, and languages.

iv. Original sentence with redundancy  -  SSIP is programme initiated by the Ministry of Basic Education in South Africa primarily focused on enhancing academic achievement in secondary schools, for Grade 12, which is the last grade in basic education in South Africa. Matriculations, or grade 12 learners in South Africa, are supposed to get better grades and pass rates.     
Suggested revision for clarity and reduced redundancy -  The SSIP, initiated by the Ministry of Basic Education in South Africa, aims to enhance academic achievement for Grade 12 learners—the final year of basic education—by improving their grades and pass rates.
 
	

	Optional/General comments

	Grammatical errors ("was" to "were" and "respects" to "respect") and eliminated the redundant phrase "and to," streamlining the sentence to improve clarity and professionalism. Consider a thorough proofreading to enhance clarity and professionalism. 


The manuscript is well-structured, rich in content, and demonstrates a solid understanding of the SSIP programme. It presents valuable insights, supports claims with credible sources, and adheres to ethical research practices. However, several aspects suggest the need for minor revisions, particularly in the following areas:

i. Language and Grammar:
The manuscript contains occasional grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and redundancy, which slightly affect readability.

ii. Formatting Consistency:
Some inconsistencies in terminology, such as varying references to acronyms and formatting of headings, should be addressed.

iii. Proofreading: 
A thorough proofreading would help enhance clarity and professional tone.

With these minor revisions, the manuscript has strong potential for publication. 
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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? 

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