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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.


	While extensive research exists regarding literacy among children, adult learners have been largely neglected by scholars; this study prioritizes their unique experiences and the impact of low literacy on their lives. The findings serve as a valuable resource for government agencies and educational consultants, offering data-driven insights necessary for formulating more informed and responsive adult literacy interventions. The research identifies a "vicious circle" of illiteracy created by the intersection of socio-cultural norms, technological exclusion, and psychological barriers like anxiety and low self-esteem. By utilizing Social Cognitive Theory, the manuscript provides a mechanistic explanation for how self-efficacy and environmental factors specifically influence adult reading and writing acquisition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title aligns perfectly with the research objective to explore the specific reading and writing obstacles faced by adult learners in Levels One to Three. It clearly identifies the specific location (Manyeleti Circuit, Mpumalanga Province) and the rural context, which are central to the study's findings on infrastructure and socio-cultural barriers. The phrase "Learning Against the Odds" accurately summarizes the "vicious circle" of challenges identified, including poverty, lack of resources, and social stigma that these learners must overcome. It explicitly mentions that the research focuses on adult learners at foundational levels (One to Three), distinguishing it from broader literacy studies or those focused on children. The title uses standard terminology relevant to the field, such as "Adult Learners," "Literacy Challenges," and "Adult Education," making it easily discoverable for researchers and policymakers.
	

	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 provided in the manuscript is highly comprehensive, as it successfully encapsulates the study's objective, methodology, key findings, and practical recommendations within a concise format. It follows a logical progression that allows a reader to quickly grasp the scope and significance of the research. However, to further enhance its academic rigor and clarity, here are a few suggestions for additions and refinements:
1. Inclusion of Theoretical Framework: The abstract currently omits the theoretical lens of the study. Adding a brief mention that the research is guided by Social Cognitive Theory would strengthen the academic positioning of the work.
2. Specific Identification of Participants: While it mentions "adult learners" and "educators," explicitly stating the sample size (three learners and three educators) directly in the abstract would provide immediate clarity on the study's scale.

3. The "Primary" Barrier: While several barriers are listed, the abstract could benefit from a sentence highlighting which factor was found to be the most pervasive or "dominant" in the Manyeleti context to give the findings more focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a qualitative research perspective in the field of social sciences and education, the manuscript is scientifically sound and follows established academic protocols for a case study. The researchers ensured the validity and reliability of their findings by triangulating data from semi-structured interviews and a comprehensive review of documents, such as lesson plans and assessment records. The use of thematic analysis to transcribe, code, and categorize data allows for a rigorous identification of recurring patterns and central themes. The study is grounded in Albert Bandura’s SCT, providing a mechanistic explanation for how personal factors (like self-efficacy), environmental factors, and behaviors interact to affect literacy acquisition. The manuscript correctly applies theoretical concepts, such as how "mastery" and "constructive feedback" influence a learner's tenacity and confidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally recent, with several citations from 2021, 2022, and even a reference to a 2026 publication (Smith-Spark & Gordon). This indicates that the authors have consulted current literature. However, for a comprehensive academic manuscript, the depth of the bibliography could be further enhanced by including the latest reports and comparative studies from 2023–2025.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, as the text maintains a formal tone, uses appropriate academic terminology, and follows a logical structure. However, the manuscript would benefit from professional proofreading and editing to address several minor grammatical errors, punctuation inconsistencies, and phrasing issues that currently detract from its overall polish. The manuscript's core message is clear and scientifically sound, but a thorough copy-editing pass is recommended to fix the technical language errors. This will ensure that the quality of the writing matches the quality of the research.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Ahmad Syafi’I, STKIP Al Hikmah Surabaya, Indonesia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

