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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The empirical data given by the article indicates the effectiveness of government educational program. The study also addresses the essential information for Global South educational research. Moreover, this paper enhances the practical understanding of CLT by employing it as the theoretical framework.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable. However the word “ward” could be omitted. 
The use The case could be replaced by “evidence of”
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive. However there are suggestions as follows:
The introduction or context should be started with the problem or gap.

The objectives have not been stated briefly

The result should be written thoroughly and coherently

Conclusion : only one sentence is needed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is correct for its parts of a scientific journal. However, at some points the article should be fixed.
Introduction lacks synthesis and gap connection. The definition of the gap is also weak.

Method should detail the procedure. Its mandatory fix was on sampling.

Result should be consistent. The inconsistent sample size was shown on table 2,3 and 4 compared to the Methodology

Conclusion gives overly positive view, it would be better if the view is balance.
Recommendation is appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are. 
	

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


	Yes, the language is functional and comprehensive. It successfully displays the research ideas. However, the improvements could be made in terms of grammatical structure and accuracy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is a highly relevant study, for it is examining the government program. The empirical evidence is the primary strength of the paper. It however, lacks the methodological inconsistency and unbalanced conclusion.
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