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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.


	The manuscript highlights the significance of inclusive education in SDG’s vision. The researcher has portrayed various dimensions of inclusion and equity framework. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	It’s suitable
	

	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.


	I would suggest if the methodology is prescribed in the abstract appropriately would sound better. Only results of both quantitative and qualitative were mentioned. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes with modification. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are recent but not sufficient. Let the author add some more as cited in the body of the manuscript.
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	The researcher has not mentioned about the participants in the methodology and what type of sampling procedure has been employed. The procedure of data collection was also missing. If they mention research questions would be systematic to deepen the understanding. Results have to be more meticulously presented. The spss results were mentioned as it is , I mean exported tables from the spss software, instead those tables have to be represented one by one with specific objectives would be good. Because of which the length of the paper has been increased. It could be presented more systematic and scientific.
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