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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.


	This manuscript explores a significant and contemporary issue in multilingual education, with a particular focus on the Zambian context, where discrepancies between language policy and classroom practices often occur. It provides empirical insights into the real-world challenges of implementing Mother Tongue-Based Multilingual Education (MTB-MLE) strategies. The study contributes to the broader discourse on language equity, educational access, and pedagogical inclusion, especially for multilingual and rural learners. The findings will be valuable to scholars, policy-makers, and educators operating in similar sociolinguistic environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable

	

	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 largely comprehensive. It effectively summarizes the theoretical framework, methodology, and key findings. However, consider rephrasing the phrase “concepts that are too unfamiliar” to “concepts that are too unfamiliar” for grammatical accuracy. It might also help to define MTB-MLE for clarity to international readers briefly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The problem is well contextualized, the theoretical framework is correctly applied (Ruiz's language orientation theory), and the qualitative methodology is followed systematically. The thematic analysis is organized logically and well supported by quotes from participants.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent. However, the study could benefit from citing more recent global literature on MTB-MLE, translanguaging, and multilingual pedagogies beyond the Southern African context. Suggestions:

García, O., & Wei, L. (2014). Translanguaging: Language, Bilingualism and Education. Or any recent of this

Heugh, K. (2021). Multilingual education policy and practice in Africa.
	

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


	The language primarily serves as a vehicle for scholarly communication, effectively conveying complex ideas within an academic context. However, it is marred by occasional grammatical inconsistencies and awkward constructions, such as mismatched verb agreements, absent articles, and excessively lengthy sentences that may hinder comprehension. To elevate the overall clarity and professionalism of the writing, a thorough round of language editing is highly advisable, ensuring that the prose not only adheres to grammatical standards but also flows more smoothly for the reader.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study makes a compelling case for reconsidering language policies in multilingual contexts. The conclusions are grounded in data and theory. Still, the paper would benefit from a clearer sectioning format and a more concise discussion to reduce repetition.
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