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	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 provides a valuable and timely contribution to the field of inclusive education by offering a deep, qualitative understanding of the lived experiences of general education teachers managing learners with difficulty in applying knowledge. I particularly appreciate the use of Colaizzi’s phenomenological method and the theoretical framing under Mezirow’s Transformative Learning Theory, which lend both methodological rigor and conceptual depth. The themes and narratives are rich and authentic, highlighting the emotional, institutional, and pedagogical challenges educators face, which are often underrepresented in the literature. I like how the study translates individual experiences into broader policy and training recommendations—making it not only academically significant but also practically relevant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “When Learning Gets Tough: Experiences of General Education Teachers Handling Learners with Difficulty in Applying Knowledge in the Inclusive Education”, captures the core focus of the manuscript but could benefit from improved clarity and conciseness. Phrases like “when learning gets tough” are informal and may not align with the tone expected in academic publishing. Additionally, the phrase “the inclusive education” is grammatically awkward.

A more precise and academically appropriate title could be:
“Lived Experiences of General Education Teachers Supporting Learners with Application Difficulties in Inclusive Classrooms”
	

	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 of the manuscript is generally informative and provides a good overview of the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. However, there is room for improvement to enhance its clarity, coherence, and alignment with academic standards.

Suggestions:

1. Clarify the Problem Statement Early:
The opening sentence could be made more direct and precise. Currently, it starts with a general barrier without clearly stating the core problem. Consider rephrasing to highlight the focus on general education teachers’ challenges in inclusive settings.

2. Refine Grammar and Flow:
The phrase “General education teachers faced major barrier which is the limited institutional support…” should be corrected to “General education teachers face a major barrier: limited institutional support…” to ensure grammatical correctness and clarity.

3. Add Context for Participants:
While the number of participants (seven) and location are mentioned, it would be useful to briefly state the criteria for selection or their teaching context (e.g., years of experience or grade level) for better comprehension.

4. Improve Thematic Summary:
The enumeration of themes is somewhat lengthy and blends with explanatory phrases. Consider summarizing the themes more succinctly, for instance:
“Thematic analysis revealed challenges in classroom implementation, emotional dynamics, adaptive practices, and personal-professional growth.”
5. Refine Conclusion and Recommendations:
The conclusion is clear but could be more concise. For instance, “It is recommended that schools provide ongoing training, strengthen support systems…” could be more assertively stated as “The study recommends ongoing teacher training, strengthened institutional support, and promotion of collaborative inclusive practices.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific correctness through its clear research design, appropriate methodological choice, and rigorous data analysis. The use of a phenomenological approach, supported by Colaizzi’s seven-step method, is suitable for capturing the lived experiences of teachers, and the justification for this choice is well-grounded in relevant literature. Ethical considerations are clearly addressed, and the sampling strategy—purposive selection of participants with direct experience—ensures data relevance and depth. Furthermore, the triangulation of themes and use of member checking enhance the credibility and trustworthiness of the findings, making the study technically sound and methodologically robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and include a good balance of local (Philippine-based) and international sources. Notably, many citations are recent (2020–2024), which supports the currency of the literature and aligns with the contemporary context of inclusive education. Foundational works such as Mezirow’s Transformative Learning Theory and Colaizzi’s phenomenological method are appropriately included to support the study’s theoretical and methodological framework.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a commendable effort in presenting its findings; however, the English language quality requires improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. Several sections contain grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent verb tenses that affect clarity and readability—for example, phrases such as “teachers faced major barrier” and “to used” should be corrected to “teachers face a major barrier” and “to be used,” respectively. Additionally, the narrative occasionally lacks academic tone, especially in the use of informal expressions and direct translations from local dialects without contextual explanation.
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