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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	- presentation of each instruction's strengths on the learners' learning.

- use of a qualitative process that does more than prove results, but proposes a way to achieve maximum effectiveness.
- blending of learning with the preservation of identity and the promotion of local wisdom.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate. It is short, clear, and reflects the overall picture of the research, motivating people both inside and outside the field to take an interest in the study.
	

	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 has all the necessary parts and covers all the key points, which gives a good overview. However, should be more careful with specific terms. For example, the two instructions are referred to by different names at different points, which could lead to some confusion. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is academically credible. The research process was designed under a strict and reliable methodology, and it connects relevant theories in an appropriate way
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper has a lot of references, which makes the research reliable. It's good that it includes recent studies from 2020-2024, along with older theories that are a strong foundation. However, some of the selected research is not very current. Adding more contemporary work would further increase the value of this research.
	

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


	The language is appropriate for publication in a scholarly journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research is valuable and very useful. However, it would be even more helpful if the final section gave concrete suggestions on how to combine the two instructions, or suggested specific contexts or conditions for when each instruction would be best to use.
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