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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 paper has an implication to the scientific society by giving insight into the continuous stumbling blocks faced by learners with disabilities within public primary schools in Rwanda. It also offers empirical insight into infrastructural, pedagogical and social barriers to inclusive education, thus addressing a major gap in research based on the case of a developing country. Based on a solid theoretical foundation in Vygotsky’s social constructivism and bringing practical problems back to theory, it provides significant implications for policy-makers, educators and researchers. Finally, this study finding could be used to inform evidence-based interventions globally and contribute to the global discourse on creating inclusive and equitable education for all.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative, but it is slightly long, repetitive, and could be made more concise and academically polished. 

For example:

1. The phrase “barriers and challenges” is somewhat redundant.

2. “Learners with disability” should be phrased as “learners with disabilities” for accuracy.

3. “To enhance their competences” could be streamlined to “in developing competencies” or “for competence development”.


	

	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 study focuses on assessing barriers and challenges in competence development for learners with physical disabilities in Rwanda, using Vygotsky's social constructivism framework, providing quantitative findings, and offering practical policy recommendations.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound in its design, data analysis and results; and it follows standard practices of research. It is in need of some work to clean it up, make it snappier and to connect said contribution more clearly with the relevant wider literature to be considered for scientific publication at its best.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites both international and local sources, focusing on inclusive education, disability studies, and educational policy. Key theories include Vygotsky's works and constructivist literature. However, it has weaknesses such as a lack of recent works, outdated references, and missing global discussions post-2020. It also has repetition issues and inconsistencies in APA formatting. More up-to-date empirical studies and key global and African studies are needed.


	

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


	1. The English quality is understandable but not yet suitable for high-level scholarly communication in its current form.

2. The manuscript needs editing for grammar, conciseness, consistency, and academic tone before journal submission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript addresses an important and under-researched topic—the barriers faced by learners with disabilities in Rwandan public primary schools—which is of both local and global significance in the context of inclusive education.

2. The study is well-structured, with a clear theoretical foundation (Vygotsky’s social constructivism), a mixed-methods approach, and a balanced inclusion of perspectives from students, teachers, parents, and education officials.

3. The findings are consistent with existing literature on inclusive education and highlight critical challenges in infrastructure, teacher preparedness, and social inclusion. The recommendations are practical and policy-relevant.
4. The manuscript is scientifically correct and makes a valuable contribution, but it requires language polishing, updated references, and tighter presentation of results to reach the standard of scholarly publication.

The study is strong in terms of importance and design, but it needs language polishing, conciseness, and updated references before being ready for scholarly publication.
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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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