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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 (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.


	MTB-MLE is actually one of the disregarded concerns in the field of education. Policy-makers and even teachers do not really see to importance of mother tongue in language acquisition and learning. This study gives, then, them an inkling on the possible results or scenario if the native language is not given importance, especially in a multilingual and multicultural setting. Moreover, the study also provides an impact and idea on what preventive measures shall be done in order to address major problems in the field of language acquisition and learning. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title encapsulates the entire focus of the study; however, in order to look more scientific, the following title may be considered:

Mother Tongue-Based Multilingual Education Strategies in Lower Grades: Implementation Challenges of Chongwe District  
	

	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 following recommendations may be considered:
a. Add one sentence which will serve as the backgrounder or introductory sentence to the problem covered by the study.

b. Refrain from reiterating the main objective of the study since it is reflected in the entire manuscript. The main contribution of the study to the scientific community, anchoring on the main objective of the study, may be included instead. 

c. The term “informed,” as used in the third line of the Abstract, may be replaced.

d. All of the sentences in the Abstract are introduced with the term “The.” Please observe variations in sentence construction. 

e. Sentence six of the Abstract may be presented as follows:

“Significant challenges are found to have been faced by teachers when applying MTB-MLE including inadequate…”
f. Last sentence of the Abstract may be presented as follows:

“Therefore, the study recommends that Curriculum Development Center may capacitate teachers…” 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Scientifically speaking, the manuscript conforms to the norms of manuscript writing. It did follow the measures and ways of how sections are written and how data are presented. However, it was observed that the discussions in the Data Presentation and Data Analysis have major disparities. These include the following:

a. The order of the “themes” in the Data Presentation is different from the order used and followed in the Data Analysis. Data Presentation follows the following order: Time Consuming, Language used too unfamiliar to be interpreted, High Teacher-Pupil Ratio, Inadequate Materials, Mother Tongue Interference, Slow Learners affect the Pace, and Parents not Supportive. On the other hand, Data Analysis followed the following order: Inadequate Materials, Mother Tongue Interference, Language used too unfamiliar to be interpreted, Time consuming, High Teacher-Pupil Ratio, Slow Learners affect the Pace, and Parents not Supportive. It is recommended that the same order be followed in both sections.

b. Not all of the discussions and analyses were provided with supporting studies and literature. Two themes: Slow learners affect the pace and parents not supportive - need to be supported with literature and/or study(ies). Also, the two aforementioned themes do not have Recommendations. All of the themes were provided with Recommendations based on the analyses of the results; however, the two do not have.

c. Though Recommendations were provided in most of the themes, the tone tend to be authoritative and mandatory. Statements such as “teachers should,” “teachers need to be,” etc need to be replaced with more recommendatory statements such as “teachers may consider” etc.
2. The Conclusion section does not need to mention and discuss the themes since they were given emphasis in the Data Presentation and Data Analysis sections. The Conclusion should go beyond the results of the study. Hence, the first sentence of the Conclusion is recommended to be improved. 

3. The Conclusion section presents recommendations which were already presented and discussed in the Data Analysis.  It is highly recommended that the Conclusion section be revised. 
4. There is a conflicting idea in the Methods and Materials section. The third sentence states that “the population for the study were all schools, learners, and teachers in Chongwe Rural District.” On the other hand, the proceeding sentence, fourth sentence, reflects “the sample for the study consisted of ten schools from which 3 teachers were sampled per school…” Kindly settle the use of population vs. sample.
5. The acronym “LOI” was used without clarifying what does it stand for.

6. Observe consistency of the spacing and indention in the References section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not all of the discussions and analyses were provided with supporting studies and literature. Two themes: Slow learners affect the pace and parents not supportive - need to be supported with literature and/or study(ies).
	

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


	There are a number of sentences which are recommended to be revisited and rechecked. These include the following:
a. The use of the term “informed” in the first sentence of the Theoretical Framework.

b. The inconsistency of writing “Chongwe Rural District” in the entire manuscript. Some sections only capitalized the first letter of the first word, other sections capitalized the first letters of the first and third words, etc. This is recommended to be settled. 
c. Kindly use colon (:) after the word “as follows” in the introductory paragraph of the Data Presentation section.

d. What is being referred to when using “fellow learners” as used in the fourth sentence of 5.1., Time Consuming in the Data Presentation section.

e. Grade 1 to 4, as used in the second sentence of “Mother Tongue Interference.” 
f. The results from the study further indicated that parents whose children are not familiar with LOI do not support the efforts by teachers to help their children with learning. The acronym “LOI” was used without presenting first its meaning. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Though the study provides great ideas in relation to challenges that teachers experience in a multilingual setting, there are certain sections and portions of the study which need to improve.
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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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