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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 paper is significant for the scientific and educational community as it elucidates the conceptual framework of Competence-Based Education and its applicability at both secondary and tertiary levels. The report provides useful policy and contextual insights by giving the historical backdrop of CBE in Tanzania. The study's identification of implementation obstacles and proposed solutions renders it beneficial for educators, curriculum developers, and legislators focused on effective educational change.
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	The title could be more appropriate if it could include the key word and the geographical area
A Review of Competence Based Education in Secondary and Higher Education: Study of Tanzania”
	

	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.


	Since this is a review article, the abstract should clearly say what the review is for and what it covers, list the primary themes explored (idea, historical context, problems, and proposed actions), and briefly mention the important insights and consequences. Revising the abstract in this way would make it clearer and more in line with the rest of the paper.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent 
	

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


	Yes, the language of the manuscript is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and sentence-structure revisions would further improve clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the paper discusses a significant educational concern and offers valuable perspectives on the implementation of CBE. A more critical synthesis of the research evaluated and a better comparison between secondary and university-level competencies would improve the overall quality of the text. Structuring could be slightly improved. 
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