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	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.


	1. How will the advantages and disadvantages of multicultural education be measured? Is there a validated instrument or survey tool?
2. It is unclear how variables like “language spoken at home” or “family structure” contribute to the research questions.

3. The manuscript does not define what is meant by “effects” of multicultural education—are they cognitive (academic achievement), social (peer relationships), or affective (attitudes toward diversity)?

4. The hypotheses state “there is no difference” and “there is no relationship”  without justification. Instead of null hypotheses, the study should propose directional hypotheses based on existing literature.For instance, instead of stating “there is no relationship between multicultural education and academic performance,” the hypothesis could be: “Multicultural education positively influences academic performance and student engagement in diverse classrooms.”


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, “Effect of Multicultural Education as an Approach for Beginners with Different Ideology and Ethnicity,”  is somewhat clear in its intent but could benefit from refinement for clarity and precision. Additionally, “Different Ideology and Ethnicity” feels slightly awkward; “diverse ideological and ethnic backgrounds” would sound more natural.

A possible alternative:

“The Impact of Multicultural Education on Learners from Diverse Ideological and Ethnic Backgrounds”

This version improves readability, clearly states the focus (learners), and ensures that the discussion is framed around both ideology and ethnicity without ambiguity.
	

	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.


	1. The abstract states, “The result and discussion will be obtained after carrying out the study.” While this is obvious, a brief mention of expected outcomes based on prior research would add depth.
2. The abstract mentions surveying teachers' profiles and their assessment of multicultural education’s advantages and disadvantages. However, it does not clearly state what specific variables were measured in relation to teachers' profiles (e.g., years of experience, educational background).

3. The phrase "assessment on the advantages and disadvantages and effects multicultural education" is awkward and unclear. Consider rewording it to “teachers’ perspectives on the benefits, challenges, and overall impact of multicultural education.”

4. The phrase “correlational technique was employed to determine the relationship between the academic achievement of the learners and the profile of the teachers including the implementation process of multicultural education” is too lengthy. A more concise version could be:

“This study examines the correlation between teachers’ profiles, the implementation process of multicultural education, and learners' academic achievement.”
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References should follow APA styles and 80% comes from academic published journals with the latest years  ( at least 5 years recently). 
	

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


	Yes. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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