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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 an underexplored area within African educational research, namely the inequities faced by multilingual learners in accessing gifted education in Ghana’s Tamale Metropolis. The topic is timely and carries clear relevance for scholars concerned with linguistic justice, inclusive education, and the broader discourse on equity in gifted identification. The study’s focus on a sociolinguistically complex region enriches international conversations about how language, policy, and teacher agency intersect to shape educational trajectories. Despite its conceptual value, the presentation would benefit greatly from a more concise and analytically streamlined exposition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title captures the general theme of equity challenges but is overly broad. A more focused and academically precise alternative would strengthen the manuscript’s positioning.

Suggested alternative title:

“Equity Barriers in Identifying Gifted Multilingual Learners: Evidence from Tamale Metropolis, Ghana.”

This version conveys the empirical scope and provides clearer thematic direction.
	

	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 successfully presents the study’s purpose, methodological orientation, and principal findings. However, it is somewhat dense and contains several redundant expressions. A more economical articulation—especially in the results portion—would strengthen the clarity and readability. Streamlining the language while preserving key analytical points is recommended, as many journals impose strict word limits.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This study adopts an appropriate qualitative case-study approach, and the thematic analysis is generally sound. Yet the manuscript tends to be heavily descriptive, with limited critical interrogation of how the identified themes connect to the theoretical frameworks. The literature review, results, and discussion sections frequently revisit similar ideas, which dilutes the analytical sharpness. More synthesis and stronger theoretical engagement would enhance the scholarly contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This manuscript cites a substantial number of sources, many of which are recent. Nevertheless, some of the 2024–2025 citations appear to be theses or unpublished institutional documents whose scholarly status is uncertain. Incorporating additional peer-reviewed international literature on gifted education—particularly works on cultural and linguistic diversity—would bolster the manuscript’s argumentative grounding. Suggested authors include Sternberg, Kaufman, Callahan, Hertberg-Davis, García, and Li Wei.
	

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


	The English is generally comprehensible, but this manuscript would benefit from substantial editorial tightening. Several paragraphs are excessively long, and the prose is frequently repetitive. A professional language edit is recommended to ensure concision, fluidity, and adherence to disciplinary academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A central concern is the overall length of the manuscript, which is disproportionately large for a standard research article. Many sections—particularly the literature review, empirical results, and portions of the discussion—repeat similar arguments and quotations. A reduction of at least 20–30% is advisable to achieve a more coherent and publication-ready structure. Conciseness would also help foreground the study’s valuable insights, which currently risk being overshadowed by the manuscript’s expansiveness.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Achmad Fawaid, Universitas Pembangunan Nasional “Veteran”, Indonesia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

