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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	I think it is a good research paper and leads to many new research questions for future research.  The paper demonstrates a high level of originality, as its focus on Indigenous integration is both timely and relevant in current educational discourse. The theoretical framework is strong, with comprehensive discussions on interculturality and epistemic equity.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is okay
	

	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.


	It is good, but lacks a statement of methodology—no mention of whether qualitative, quantitative, ethnographic, or case study methods were used.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are recent (mostly from 2023–2024), including peer-reviewed sources and DOI links.

Good mix of international and Latin American sources relevant to the theme.

However, some negative points: 
 Reference [3] (BUAP’s “Minerva University Model”) is cited multiple times but appears to be a university PDF document rather than peer-reviewed—should be supplemented with peer-reviewed evaluations or external audits if available.
Some in-text citations are repeated with the same number ([5], [4], [24]) in different contexts without clarity. Cross-referencing might be incorrect or ambiguous.

References lack consistent formatting (e.g., punctuation, italics for titles, use of full journal names).


	

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


	It is okay, but needs some changes. Few points to note: 
 “who’s” should be “whose” (Section 3).
Inconsistent use of American/British spelling (e.g., “program” vs “programme”).

Redundant phrases (e.g., “which seeks to strengthen local identities while providing access to global knowledge channels”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	 Good paper, needs revision before final publication. 
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