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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 study is significant for the scientific community as it provides rigorous and comprehensive evaluation of SSIP in Gauteng. With the mixed-method approach, it quantifies improvements and gives qualitative insights both from the learners and educators. This manuscript brings to light how interventions can bridge the gap and aim to enhance the educational quality. 
	

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

	The title clearly shows what the study is all about. However, I highly suggest to make it shorter and more concise as to not cause any confusion. Do you want to emphasize the method or the outcome? A recommended title would be: Evaluating Gauteng Secondary School Improvement Programme: A Mixed-Method Study of Student Outcomes and Educational Practices. 
	

	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 lengthy. Try to split the abstract in logical paragraphs , 250 words, highlighting the background and the research questions, methodology, key findings, conclusions and recommendations. In addition, improve the flow and clarity of the ideas by utilising transition phrases. Finally, check the grammar  and language.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, it is. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Check all the citations and cross-verify with the reference section. Ensure that APA style is consistently followed.
	

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

	
Yes, the ideas are delivered clearly enough, but there’s a need for refinement in terms of grammar, sentence construction, and academic tone.  


	

	Optional/General comments

	
Review and improve the paper’s sentence construction, grammar, and academic tone.
A professional proofreader or editor should check the manuscript before final submission. 
Avoid repetitions and try to condense verbose parts of the paper. 

	








	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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