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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 describes a relevant interdisciplinary insight into the Agew peoples of Ethiopia, highlighting their historical, linguistic, and cultural significance. By addressing issues of identity preservation and governance, it contributes to broader discussions on minority rights and sociocultural sustainability. Its findings are relevant for academic research, policy development, and community-based initiatives focused on marginalized groups.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title— “The Agew Peoples of Ethiopia: An Interdisciplinary Study of Their Historical Legacy, Linguistic Heritage, Cultural Identity, and Contemporary Challenges”—feels too broad and scattered, making it hard to grasp the article’s main focus. It would be helpful to refine the title so it more clearly reflects the core research objective or analytical perspective, perhaps by emphasizing a specific disciplinary approach, thematic priority, or policy-related issue that anchors the study. A sharper title can better guide readers and highlight the manuscript’s unique contribution.


	

	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 presents a wide-ranging interdisciplinary view, but it feels unfocused without a clear research question or methodological structure. It doesn’t explain how sources were chosen or what fresh insights the study brings, which makes it hard to gauge its originality. Clarifying its purpose and relevance—especially for specific audiences or policy discussions—would make the contribution more compelling and grounded.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript takes a thoughtful interdisciplinary approach and explores meaningful aspects of the Agew peoples’ tradition, language, and identity. Still, it would benefit from a clearer research focus, stronger methodological grounding, and evidence supportive data use. To enhance its scientific depth, the discussion of cultural practices and linguistic features should engage more deeply with key concepts and a wider range of scholarly sources. Strengthening these areas would make the study more robust and impactful.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript relies on a limited number of references, which makes it difficult to fully support its interdisciplinary perspective. Strengthening the reference base with more recent peer-reviewed studies—particularly in sociolinguistics, ethnography, and language endangerment in Ethiopia—would greatly enhance its depth, relevance, and scholarly credibility, which would help the analysis and make the work more impactful.
	

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


	The article seems fine, but the language needs polishing to meet academic standards. While the ideas are generally clear, issues with grammar, flow, and tone may affect how effectively the message comes across. Improving sentence structure and adopting a more formal scholarly style would make the manuscript stronger and more suitable for publication.
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