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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.


	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it addresses the critical yet underexplored intersection of gifted education and multilingualism in the Ghanaian context. By identifying systemic equity challenges and highlighting the limitations of conventional identification methods, it provides empirical evidence on how language, policy, and cultural perceptions shape educational outcomes for gifted learners. The study offers practical recommendations for inclusive pedagogy, teacher training, and policy reform, contributing to a broader understanding of culturally responsive approaches in gifted education. Furthermore, it serves as a foundation for future research in multilingual and multicultural educational settings, informing both scholarly discourse and educational practice globally.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 would benefit from improved clarity, tighter wording, and more formal academic tone. 


	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Optional/General comments


	The literature cited in the introduction is relevant, though the narrative would benefit from tighter organisation, reduced repetition, and improved academic polish. Some sentences are informal or overly long, and the argument could be made more succinct by consolidating overlapping ideas about policy limitations, teacher preparedness, and linguistic disadvantage. 

The literature review is overly lengthy and occasionally repetitive, with several sections restating similar points about linguistic disadvantage, policy gaps, and teacher preparedness. Some parts are written in a narrative rather than analytical style, and more synthesis—showing how studies relate, contrast, or reveal gaps—would strengthen the scholarly depth. 

The methodology would benefit from more methodological precision. The justification for the case study approach is brief, and the rationale for the specific sample size could be better grounded in qualitative methodology standards. Some sentences are informal or imprecise (e.g., “small enough for in-depth analysis but large enough…”). Strengthening these areas would enhance the rigor and transparency of the study. 

The results section is very lengthy and occasionally repetitive, with some themes overlapping (e.g., language barriers and narrow definitions of giftedness). The narrative could be more concise, and clearer distinction between major and minor themes would improve readability. 

The discussion could be further improved by tightening some repetition, enhancing cohesion between subsections, and ensuring more explicit links between local findings and broader international scholarship. 
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