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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 makes a valuable contribution to the discourse on inclusive education, particularly in the under-researched context of Rwanda. By examining the actual utilization of inclusive educational resources from the perspectives of various stakeholders (teachers, students with disabilities, parents, and education officials), this manuscript bridges the gap between inclusive education policies and real-world implementation. This study is methodologically sound and socially significant, offering empirical insights that can inform future educational policies, resource allocation, and inclusive pedagogical practices in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. Changes are not recommended.
	

	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 contains key elements (objectives, sample, methodology, and key findings). However, the abstract must be restructured according to the journal format:

Goal

Study Design

Place and Duration of Study

Methodology

Result

Conclusion

In addition, the grammar needs to be improved. For example:

“this paper were supported...” → should be “this paper was supported...”

“the the utilization...” → remove duplicate word.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid. The manuscript applies descriptive and correlational research designs, uses appropriate sampling techniques, and provides detailed statistical analyses (descriptive statistics, regression, correlation). The findings were well interpreted. However, the methodology section would be better if it included clearer subheadings and concise explanations to improve readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The general references are relevant and adequate.

Ensure the reference format is uniform throughout the manuscript according to the journal guidelines.
	

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


	I highly recommend professional English editing before publication to enhance clarity and fluency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some tables are very long and can be moved to the appendix. 

Figures (e.g., theoretical diagrams) require clearer quality and citations. 

The paper meets the journal's scope and is recommended for minor revisions.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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