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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript is of great importance for the scientific community as it shows gaps between curriculum and actual classroom practices in home economics. It also highlights challenges encountered that serve as barriers to effective learning. In general, it provides insights on how to make education better in a developing country.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does not reflect the challenges revealed in the findings. My suggestion would be: “  Realities and challenges in Home Economics Education in Secondary schools in Zambia
	

	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 quite comprehensive as it highlights the most important parts for an abstract like the objectives, methods, findings and recommendations. However, it is quite lengthy and the author should be more concise by streamlining the sentences. There is no need to remove the points mentioned, but a refinement of the sentences should be in place for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically written. It employs both quantitative and qualitative methods analyzed using quantitative statistics and thematic analysis for the qualitative part. It also employs a good data source and collection methods as well as it included ethical considerations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references dated between 2007-2018 are relevant sources of knowledge and information about the study being conducted. However, as to recency of references, I suggest to include the most recent sources like 2020-2025 as there has been a lot of recent developments in Home economics, experiential learning and learning in the 21st century.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications as it uses simple language that any reader can easily understand. The flow of information and ideas are also logically organized. I suggest considering language editing due to minor grammatical errors in the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a very good scientific paper adding to the body of knowledge on experiential learning in Home economics. Its strength is the use of the mixed method giving a more confirmatory exploration of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None so far as the manuscript have stated that the author obtained informed consent from the participants and maintained confidentiality and anonymity. Overall, the paper adhered to key ethical considerations appropriately. One suggestion however would be to let the paper be reviewed by an Ethics Review Board.
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