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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 is important for the scientific community because it shows, using real classroom experiences, how school curricula can shape learners’ identity, confidence, motivation, sense of belonging and engagement with learning. It also highlights practical ways in which local knowledge and culture can improve learning outcomes, especially in under-resourced contexts. Overall, the manuscript contributes useful insights that can guide educators, researchers, and policymakers who are working to make education more inclusive and meaningful.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it is too long and overly specific, I mean, it does not clearly signal the research approach (for example: qualitative, case study).

My suggestion: Decolonizing Education through Afrocentric Curriculum Development: A Qualitative Study of a South African High School.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and it gives the reader a good sense of what the article is about and why the topic matters. I don't think there's need for major deletions, but I think it would be stronger if it were more concise, less theoretical, and clearer about context, participants, and contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, it is scientifically sound but it has some weaknesses to fully meet academic standards. For example, 

the study is based on one school,

there is inconsistency in the scope of participants,

the study is school-based, but the conclusion and recommendations shift to universities and higher education.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is largely sufficient and appropriate for the topic. It includes key foundational scholars on decolonisation, curriculum studies, critical pedagogy, and Indigenous Knowledge Systems, and it also contains several recent sources (2020–2024), which demonstrates engagement with current debates.
	

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


	The language of the article is not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication: Many sentences are too long and loosely constructed. Paragraphs occasionally lack clear topic sentences; transitions between ideas are sometimes weak, making arguments harder to follow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no major ethical violations in the manuscript
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