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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 demonstrate scientific robutstness and technical soundness through its well-defined research focused on gender represnetations in early childhood in selected ECD rhymes, a topic that very timely relevant in today generations, its rally hard to catch the attention of the students. The study as very useful to the teacher who was struggling in their lessons and how to catch the students attention. 
	

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

	Yes 
	

	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.

	Yes 
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	Some citations are outdated. You can cite updated citatiosns to be more appropriate for the reader of the book to analyze that is very timely and relevant in todays generation.

Outdated citations. Follow 5 or 10 years backwards
· (Gardiner et al,1996 and Crowley 1992; Okongo, 2009)
· Chau & Raforgiate, 2010)
· (Hogenes, van Overs & Diekstra, 2014)
· (Campbell, 2000; Koopman, 2005; Waller, 2007; Chau & Raforgiate, 2010,)
· (Hogenes et. al., 2014)
· Nasiruddin (2013)
· van Djik (1997)
· Djik (2006)
· Stubbs (1983)
· Talbot (2013)
· Aleshinskaya’s (2013)
· Fairclough (2003, 2006) – don’t do this. Instead to this “Fairclough, 2003 & Fairclough, 2006”
· Bhatia, 2004; 2008) – WHATS THIS?
· Breeze, R. (2011)
· Koopman, C. (2005)
· Okongo, B.C.O. (2009)

Double check the citations
	

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

	
Yes, but do run your paper in Grammarly for grammatical error free and reader friendly. 

	

	Optional/General comments

	                 
INTRODUCTION
· TOO SHORT
· Not giving what is you research gap in writing this study
· Too many citations in one paragraph 
· It should be one paragprah 3 citations only 

Literature Review 
· Some citations are too old. Do cite an updated or latest citations
· Cite the citations properly. 
	




	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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