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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.


	The manuscript provides significant value to the scientific community because it addresses a persistent and understudied challenge within South Africa’s basic education system—academic underperformance and the effectiveness of remedial interventions such as matric rewrite programs. By grounding its analysis in both Social Cognitive Theory and Ubuntu philosophy, the study offers a multidimensional understanding of how psychological, pedagogical, and socio-cultural factors jointly influence learner success.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the study’s scope, population, and geographical context. It specifies the intervention (matric rewrite program), the target group (underperformed learners), and the setting (public schools in the Capricorn South District, Limpopo Province), which ensures accuracy and alignment with the manuscript’s content
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive, but several improvements would strengthen its clarity, scientific rigor, and alignment with standard academic norms. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and follows accepted academic practices for qualitative research, but there are areas where scientific rigor could be strengthened. 
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	The manuscript includes a solid set of foundational and contextually relevant references, but there are areas where the reference list could be strengthened to ensure recency, breadth, and international comparability.
	

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


	Overall, the language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but several areas require refinement to reach the standards expected in high-quality academic publishing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Based on the information provided in the manuscript, there are no major ethical concerns, and the study appears to follow appropriate ethical standards for qualitative research.
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