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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 a critical gap in the literature on inclusive education by exploring the lived experiences of Grade 1 teachers in implementing policies for students with special needs within the UAE context, highlighting the disconnect between policy frameworks and classroom realities. It contributes to the scientific community by providing phenomenological insights that underscore the need for enhanced teacher training, resources, and emotional support, which can inform educational reforms in similar rapidly developing nations. Furthermore, the proposal of "Project INCLUDE" offers practical, actionable outputs that bridge theory and practice, potentially influencing policy development and professional development programs globally. Overall, this study enriches the discourse on early childhood inclusive education, emphasizing the role of teacher resilience and systemic support in achieving equitable learning outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly captures the focus on teachers' lived experiences, the specific context (Grade 1 students with special needs at Al Nahda National School), and the implementation of inclusive education policies.
	

	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 is comprehensive, summarizing the purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications effectively. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the sample size (five teachers) and the specific phenomenological approach to provide more methodological transparency. Additionally, deleting redundant phrases, such as the repeated emphasis on "lived experiences and challenges," would improve conciseness without losing essential content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its application of a phenomenological design, which aligns well with exploring lived experiences through semi-structured interviews and thematic analysis. The qualitative approach is appropriately justified, and the findings are logically derived from the data, with comparisons to existing literature. Minor inconsistencies, such as the school name variation ("Al Nahda National School" vs. "Al Nahda National High School"), do not undermine the overall scientific integrity but should be corrected for accuracy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in number and scope, covering key topics in inclusive education, with a mix of recent sources (e.g., 2024-2025) and foundational works (e.g., 2018-2020). They are appropriately UAE-focused where relevant. Suggestions for additional references include: (1) Ainscow, M., & Messiou, D. (2018). Engaging with the views of students to promote inclusion in education. Journal of Educational Change, 19(1), 1-17, to enhance discussion on student perspectives in inclusion; (2) Florian, L., & Black-Hawkins, K. (2011). Exploring inclusive pedagogy. British Educational Research Journal, 37(5), 813-828, for deeper theoretical grounding in inclusive practices.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communications, with clear and formal expression. However, there are occasional awkward phrasings (e.g., "thematic reflection in this study facilitated a comprehensive exploration") and repetitions (e.g., overlapping descriptions in the methodology section), which could be refined for greater precision and flow. Proofreading for consistency in terminology would further elevate the quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript demonstrates strong relevance to current educational challenges in the UAE and beyond, particularly in early-grade inclusion. The proposed "Project INCLUDE" is a valuable output, but it could be expanded with more details on implementation feasibility. Additionally, incorporating visual aids, such as a table summarizing key themes from the thematic analysis, would enhance readability. Overall, this is a well-structured study with potential for impactful contributions following minor revisions.
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