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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 critically important and globally relevant issue, namely the sustained challenges and pathways for advancing inclusive education in developing economies. By synthesizing a wide body of recent international literature, the study contributes to a deeper conceptual and policy-oriented understanding of why inclusive education continues to fall short of its aspirations despite strong global commitments. The manuscript is particularly valuable in highlighting the need for systemic, multi-level reforms rather than fragmented or isolated interventions. Its focus on equity, contextual responsiveness, and sustainability makes it relevant for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners engaged in inclusive education, educational reform, and social justice-oriented scholarship.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Proliferation of Inclusive Education in Developing Economies” broadly reflects the central focus of the manuscript. However, the term “proliferation” may appear somewhat unclear and does not fully capture the systematic, policy-oriented, and strategic nature of the review presented in the paper.

Suggested alternative title (if revision is considered):

· Pathways to Advancing Inclusive Education in Developing Economies: A Systematic Review
This alternative may more clearly communicate the analytical and review-based orientation of the manuscript.
	

	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 clearly outlines the background, purpose, methodological approach, and key conclusions of the study. It successfully conveys the central argument that inclusive education requires systemic and equity-driven reforms.

However, the abstract could be strengthened by:

· Briefly clarifying the scope of the systematic review, such as the number or type of studies reviewed.

· Refining some sentences for grammatical precision and conciseness to improve readability.

· Avoiding repetition of broadly stated claims (e.g., moving from theory to practice) by emphasizing one or two distinctive contributions of the review.

Overall, the abstract is informative, but minor editing would enhance clarity and scholarly polish.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a conceptual and methodological standpoint, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The use of a systematic literature review is appropriate for the stated objectives, and the thematic organization of findings is coherent and logically developed. The discussion effectively integrates policy, pedagogy, technology, community engagement, and socioeconomic dimensions of inclusion.

That said, the manuscript would benefit from:

· Clearer articulation of the review protocol, including more explicit details on screening procedures and the final number of studies included.

· Greater consistency in terminology and minor grammatical corrections throughout the text.

· Careful editing to address occasional redundancies and incomplete sentences, particularly in the methodology section.

These issues do not undermine the scientific merit of the work but should be addressed to strengthen rigor and transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, diverse, and largely up to date, with a strong concentration of sources from 2019–2025. The manuscript demonstrates good engagement with contemporary global scholarship on inclusive education, including policy documents, systematic reviews, and empirical studies.

However, the authors may consider:

· Ensuring that all cited sources are peer-reviewed and verifiable, as a few references appear unclear or inconsistently formatted.

· Including one or two foundational theoretical works on inclusive education to complement the recent literature.

· Standardizing citation style and correcting minor inconsistencies in author names, publication details, and URLs.

Overall, the references are sufficient and relevant, with only minor refinements needed.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally understandable academic English and communicates its arguments effectively. Nonetheless, there are noticeable grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and typographical issues across sections. These occasionally interrupt the flow and clarity of the narrative.

A thorough language edit—preferably by a proficient academic editor—would significantly improve readability, coherence, and professional presentation. This is especially important given the conceptual richness and policy relevance of the study.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript reflects considerable effort and engagement with a complex and ethically significant field of inquiry. The authors demonstrate a strong commitment to inclusive education as a matter of equity, justice, and human dignity. With careful revision—particularly in refining the methodology description, tightening language, and enhancing clarity—the paper has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the literature on inclusive education in developing contexts. I encourage the authors to address the noted concerns, as the core ideas and synthesis presented are timely, relevant, and worthy of publication.
Minor Revision

The manuscript requires minor revisions before it can be considered for acceptance. In particular, improvements are needed in methodological transparency (especially regarding the systematic review process), language quality, coherence, and structural consistency. Addressing these issues would considerably enhance the scholarly rigor, clarity, and overall impact of the paper.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript does not appear to raise any major ethical concerns.
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