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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 a highly pertinent issue within the field of educational studies, particularly in the context of post-apartheid South Africa, where educational inequality and learner underperformance remain persistent challenges. By focusing on the matric rewrite program, this study contributes valuable qualitative insights into remedial education interventions that are often evaluated solely through quantitative outcomes such as pass rates. The integration of learners’ lived experiences with established theoretical frameworks—namely Social Cognitive Theory and Ubuntu philosophy—strengthens the manuscript’s conceptual relevance. As such, this study offers meaningful implications for policymakers, educators, and researchers concerned with equity-driven educational reform in developing and transitional contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and accurately reflects the scope, context, and focus of the study. It clearly identifies the intervention (matric rewrite program), the target group (underperformed learners), and the geographical setting.

However, the title could be refined to improve clarity and academic precision by slightly reducing its length and emphasizing the qualitative nature of the inquiry.

Suggested alternative title:

Exploring the Impact of the Matric Rewrite Program on Underperforming Learners in Public Schools: A Qualitative Study in Limpopo Province, South Africa
	

	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 is largely comprehensive and well-structured, covering the research purpose, methodology, key findings, theoretical framing, and implications. It successfully communicates the relevance of the study and situates it within broader educational discourse.

Nevertheless, the abstract would benefit from minor refinement. First, it could be made more concise by reducing repetitive phrasing related to challenges and program effectiveness. Second, the methodological description may be slightly shortened to allow clearer emphasis on the study’s key contributions and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is methodologically and conceptually sound. The qualitative phenomenological design is appropriate for exploring lived experiences, and the data collection methods are well aligned with the research questions. The use of triangulation, member checking, and an audit trail enhances the study’s trustworthiness.

It means that this manuscript should provide a clearer articulation of how themes were finalized during data analysis, including illustrative examples of coding progression. Additionally, the discussion section could be strengthened by engaging more critically with contradictory findings in existing literature rather than primarily affirming prior studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is relevant, credible, and theoretically appropriate, particularly in its use of foundational works on Social Cognitive Theory, Ubuntu philosophy, and South African education. Key national and international sources are well represented.

However, this manuscript relies heavily on older or foundational literature. The inclusion of more recent studies (within the last five years) on remedial education, learner resilience, and post-COVID educational recovery—particularly from the Global South—would enhance this manuscript’s contemporary relevance and scholarly robustness.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and intelligible, and the manuscript demonstrates an earnest attempt at scholarly academic writing. However, the English requires substantial refinement to meet international publication standards.

However, there are frequent grammatical inaccuracies, awkward sentence constructions, and instances of redundancy. Additionally, inconsistencies in tense usage and word choice occasionally obscure meaning. A thorough professional language edit is strongly recommended to improve clarity, fluency, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript presents a meaningful and contextually grounded contribution to the literature on remedial education. Its strength lies in the integration of psychological and socio-cultural perspectives, as well as its focus on learner voice. 
To further enhance its quality, the authors are encouraged to streamline the narrative, sharpen the analytical depth in the discussion section, and address linguistic issues comprehensively. With careful revision, this manuscript has strong potential for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. 
Ethical approval was obtained from a recognized ethics committee, and appropriate procedures regarding informed consent, confidentiality, and participant protection were clearly described and adhered to.
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