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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.


	This article examines a really important and ignored area of research “barriers to digital inclusion among children with disabilities in Zanzibar”. The topic is highly important for both policymakers and practitioners in inclusive education, digital equity, and disability advocacy. The paper unveils some valuable context-specific findings to the discussion around digital divide and social inclusion. It also appears to be aligned with global development goals and the SDGs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it befits the primary content and broader scope of the study. 
	

	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.


	As far as the objectives, methods, key findings and conclusion are concerned, they are all described in a sufficiently clear way. However, it lacks a clear mention of the tools used for data collection. So it is suggested to add a sentence explicitly mentioning the tools. For example: Questionnaire and interviews were used for collecting quantitative and qualitative data respectively.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically all right. For instance, the methodology opted is compatible with the objectives and research goals. Similarly, the results too are analyzed in the right way. However, a clearly description of how results can inform policy makers and other stake holders can significantly improve the whole manuscript. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are enough and most of them are from the last 15 years. But it is recommended to add more on digital inclusion frameworks or disability-inclusive technology strategies in Sub-Saharan Africa for broader comparison.
	

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


	Although, most of the language in the manuscript is clear and understandable, it still requires some professional editing and revisions as it has some serious grammatical and structural issues.
For instance: “Many services now days are in digital forms” and “The findings shows that, of the 240 million children globally...” etc.
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	Offer a clear description of limitations of the study and also suggest some practical recommendations in the conclusion. 
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