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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The study brings a new perfective in research focused on disabilities, it uses a case study, of which it is not common when researching on disability related issues. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the study seems to have been focusing on the lived experiences of the family members of a child with multiple disabilities, looking at their challenges and coping mechanisms.
Alternatively, the title can be “The lived experiences of a family caring for a child with multiple disabilities”.
	

	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.


	Parents of children with multiple disabilities succumb to stress. This qualitative study explored the case of a mother caring for a child with multiple disabilities. Through interviews with the subject and the significant others, social isolation, emotional, physical, and mental struggles; personal values, financial resources, and community support as coping; and a sense of purpose, resilience, and positive outlook as insights emerged. Future research may use quantitative analyses to validate key themes, replicate the study with different cases, and strengthen evidence-based caregiving interventions.

Punctuation mistakes make the understanding of the abstract challenging. Better to stipulate that through the data analysis, the challenges and coping mechanisms emerged, and then mention those challenges and coping mechanisms as highlighted in red. 

The abstract lacks a drive home message- it needs to be more of a summary of the entire paper, highlighting the key findings, methodology, objectives, and importance of the study and the implications.
 Unless it is because of the word restriction, the abstract can be written better. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is correct, but the author needs to avoid using the first-person pronoun in academic writing/articles. It is generally discouraged.
Use: Children with Special needs vs child of special needs.

It needs to be divided into subheading. The introduction is too long, and within it there is already literature review.

The suggested subheadings are:

Introduction

Literature review

The significance of the study. 

Generally, the subheadings will make reading of the article easier without having to fish out what each paragraph deals with.  One key information needed is what were the multiple disabilities that the studied person’s child had?

 The data analysis techniques are note mentioned, this need to come out clearly in the study.
There is too much reference to the “The parent of the child with multiple disabilities”-  it gets confusing as to whether focus was on one parent or several parents of children with disabilities or a family of a particular child with multiple disabilities.

The article perhaps needs to provide in a table form the demographic information of the participants in this study.

The author has to provide extracts of the participants’ direct quotes in under results and discussions, this gives the authenticity to the findings and the discussions


	

	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 recent. There are 41 references of which 28 are those between 2020 and 2024. Therefore these gives more credibility of the study.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well written  although there is too much usage of the first person pronouns.

That is the author keeps more on saying, I did this, etc etc…. since this is an article based on a study, better to say the study found that….. the study employed a qualitative approach, the study ………  
There is need to use subheadings in the presentation of the manuscript, it makes it easy to follow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Thabang John Mtimcolo Hloele, Lesotho
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

