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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 manuscript provides valuable insights into the challenges and future prospects associated with the implementation of equity-based strategies in public secondary schools in Tanzania. The findings of the study are essential in emphasizing the systemic challenges that hinder equity in education, including low teacher salaries, lack of professional development, and socio-economic disparities among students. It is essential to address these issues to improve educational quality and guarantee fair access to resources, in line with global educational objectives such as the UN's Sustainable Development Goals. Moreover, the findings contribute significant insights for decision-makers and those involved in education to ensure that equity strategies are effectively implemented in secondary schools across Tanzania.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate, as it clearly reflects the focus of the study. However, a possible suggestion could be "Challenges and Future Prospects of Implementing Equity-Based Strategies in Public Secondary Schools in Tanzania” to slightly more specific in emphasizing the core challenges and prospects.
	

	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, providing a clear summary of the study's purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, it could benefit from a more concise description of the findings and a clearer link to the future prospects. A suggestion would be:

Briefly mention the specific recommendations for policy makers and educational stakeholders in the conclusion of the abstract to provide a more complete overview of the manuscript's contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-supported by existing literature. It uses an appropriate research methodology, including both qualitative and quantitative data collection methods. The findings are consistently backed by data and compared with relevant previous studies
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but could benefit from the inclusion of some more recent studies to enhance the manuscript’s relevance. For instance, more recent studies on teacher incentives, socio-economic status in education, or developments in Tanzania's education system could be added to provide a more up-to-date context. Some of the cited studies are somewhat dated (e.g., from 2011 or earlier), potentially impacting the manuscript's relevance.
	

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


	The language quality is generally high and suitable for academic discourse. Some sentences may require restructuring to enhance clarity and flow. There are instances of awkward phrasing in the methodology section, where certain phrases could be more concise. Editing for style consistency (e.g., verb tense usage) would also improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper is well-organized, but minor revisions in terms of clarity, recent references, and integration of findings with practical policy frameworks would enhance its overall quality.

· In terms of clarity; shortening some of the longer sections, especially in the literature review and findings. Breaking these into smaller subsections with clear headings could make the manuscript easier to follow.

· The analysis of findings would benefit from a deeper connection to existing policy frameworks and the practical implications of the study's recommendations. More detailed discussions on how specific policies could be adapted or improved would strengthen the manuscript’s impact.
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