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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 manuscript addresses an immediate practice gap in inclusive education by presenting extensive, phenomenological evidence of how Grade 1 teachers frame policy-to-practice concerns in common education classes in the UAE. It adds to the research by focusing on early childhood main subjects, an earlier neglected phase while connecting national guidelines empirically to classroom realities and teacher requirements on a day-to-day basis. Thematically grounded finding on preparedness, emotional labour, resources, and collaboration provide actionable insights for professional development design, school support design, and system-level reform. Of greatest interest, the proposed "Project INCLUDE" proposes a practical, multi-level design that can be adapted and implemented by researchers and policymakers in multiple contexts and contributes to the evidence base on sustainable inclusion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “EXPLORING TEACHERS’ LIVED EXPERIENCES IN IMPLEMENTING INCLUSIVE EDUCATION POLICIES FOR GRADE 1 STUDENTS WITH SPECIAL NEEDS AT AL NAHDA NATIONAL SCHOOL” is accurate but overly long, uses ALL CAPS, and names the institution (which many journals discourage for anonymised review). A crisper title that keeps the phenomenon, population, and context will improve readability and indexing.
My suggestion; “Teachers’ Lived Experiences of Inclusion in Grade 1 Classrooms: Evidence from a UAE School.” 
	

	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.


	Mostly comprehensive, but it can be tighter and more informative.
What I think should be added

i. Sample and setting details: number of teachers, school type (without naming it), and sampling (e.g., purposive). These are currently missing. 

ii. Analysis approach: state the analytic method explicitly (e.g., Braun & Clarke thematic analysis) rather than the unclear “thematic reflection.” 

iii. Key results: name the core themes succinctly (e.g., preparedness, resources, emotional labour, collaboration) and, if possible, indicate their relative salience. The abstract hints at them but doesn’t label them clearly. 

iv. Original contribution: if allowed by the word limit, briefly mention the practical output (the proposed “Project INCLUDE”). It appears later in the paper but not in the abstract.  

What think that should be trim or change

i. Overlong background: shrink the first two sentences and avoid legal/policy detail in the abstract (keep it as “UAE policy framework” rather than listing specific instruments). 

ii. Remove institution name to preserve anonymised review (replace with “a private school in the UAE”). 

iii. Delete the sentence about “literature comparison” abstracts seldom summarise the literature review. 

iv. Tense and repetition: tighten phrasing like “A qualitative research approach was adopted” and avoid repeating that teachers taught “core subjects.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript’s research question, design choice, and thematic conclusions are scientifically reasonable, but reporting of analysis, rigor, ethics, and evidentiary support needs strengthening before it can be considered scientifically complete.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	With almost 20 references, recency is fine, but breadth and source quality need strengthening. 
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and readable, but not yet at a consistently scholarly standard. It would benefit from tightening, consistent terminology, and a few grammar
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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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