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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	Multigrade classroom setting is new to regular classroom practices.
Any how the researcher has tried an alternative way of classroom setting.

Since, teaching singe grade classroom is also challenging in this period, the researcher has taken much efforts for solving a complicated problem.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Integration is not clearly showing in title. So, the integration can be clearly given in the introduction part or significance of the study.
In title ‘in’ is placed in two times. 

Suggested title: “A Phenomenological Study of English Teachers’ Firsthand Experiences in Multigrade Classrooms”.

	

	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.


	In abstract, Place and Duration of Study is mentioned as Department of Medicine (Medical Unit IV) and Department of Radiology, Services Institute of Medical Sciences (SIMS), Services Hospital Lahore. It was irrelevant to the research problem since the study is taken about school teachers. It is to be viewed ‘seriously’. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the manuscript, place and phenomenon is not relevant. 
 Many phrasal verbs and other languages are given.

It should be removed to get attention from all type of viewers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference papers are advisable to be taken from last ten years. May be avoided the year ‘2006’.
All references may be taken with DOI link.
	

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


	Ok. But the other languages should be avoided.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The domains selected are good. But the teacher efficiency may vary in every teacher. All the teacher’s patience and approaches would not be same. Since, the study is not taken any statistical data and analysis, it is fully relied on subjective/mind/attitude aspect of the teachers. 
It may be compared/ correlated with their evidence-based achievements of the teachers.

Good study. But it will not be applicable to all teachers. 

Ensure the location and sample of the study in manuscript or report.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	 “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”.
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