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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 has a contribution to the community because it reveals the direct experiences of teachers in dealing with students who experience basic learning difficulties, which have so far rarely been explored or researched in depth by other researchers.
The results of this study provide insight into the role of social support, coping skills, and teaching flexibility in building teacher resilience in inclusive classrooms. These results are also very useful for the development of teacher training, more inclusive education policies, and the development of evidence-based intervention programs in various education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The advantages of the title describe a phenomenological approach, focusing more on general education teachers and students with basic learning difficulties. However, there are a few things that need to be improved, namely the title is too long and somewhat repetitive, it can be made more concise and stronger in terms of academic appeal.
	

	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.


	1. Add a concluding sentence that explains the significance of the research findings.

2. Arrange the findings in sentences, not just a list.

3. Remove the sentence about regression analysis because it is part of the "future direction", not the research results.

4. Add 1 sentence about the importance of these results for practice in the world of education.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript can be considered scientifically correct and valid, especially in the context of qualitative studies. However, there should be improvements in the sentences in the abstract, discussion of findings, and conclusions that will strengthen its scientific quality, especially to be more reflective and consistent with the phenomenological approach
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript are sufficient and up-to-date. My additional suggestions are complementary in nature to enrich the perspective, especially on local literature and stronger and more established theoretical references in the field of inclusive education and teacher resilience.
	

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


	The English in this article is generally sufficient for scientific communication, but still needs minor revision to improve grammar, sentence efficiency, and academic style.

Before being published, this manuscript should go through a proofreading process by an academic English editor or using a grammar aid such as Grammarly Premium or similar applications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper represents a valuable contribution to the field of inclusive education, particularly by exploring the lived experiences of general education teachers in working with students with elementary learning difficulties. The use of a phenomenological approach is appropriate and well executed, and thematic findings are relevant to both academic discussions and practical applications in teacher development and education policy. 

However, the paper would have been better served by some improvements in clarity and consistency in the abstract, refinement of grammar throughout the text, and further emphasis on the practical implications of the findings in the conclusion. Additionally, reformulating the title and ensuring alignment with the main contributions of the study would have enhanced the impact of the paper. 

Overall, this is a timely and insightful study with strong potential for publication following minor to moderate revisions
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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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