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	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.


	The manuscript tries to find out the challenges faced by non Ip public teachers in indegenuous school as well as their coping strategies and insights. It is not really easy to teach in a community where by one does not know how to speak the language of communication. This study will help to adopt some strategies to overcome the language and cultural barriers. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not really. The variables are not clearly stated. The title should be restructured to capture the variables 
	

	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.


	Abstract: The abstract has too many repetition and grammatical errors. The abstract should capture the research design, sample, method of analysis. The key findings should be stated. The methods have no clarity of every step taken. The researcher should use research language, instead of using  a descriptive or narrative . 

Introduction: The introduction should be able to capture an overview summary of the study. Clearly state what is known, what is missing and how this study fills the gap in knowledge. Statement of the problem. It lacks empirical evidence. It fails to show clearly why the problem is urgent to be addressed and what will happen to the educational system if not properly addressed.

Methods: There is serious methodological inconsistency. The methods say five IDI, six FGD participants, later say 3 FGD participants. Again, the structured questions contradict qualitative design. The study claims to use thematic analysis, colaizzi method, but colaizzi is a phenomenological analysis method, not typical for case studies.

Theory: The theory should be clearly explained. The Gay theory should include cultural knowledge, cultural caring, cultural communication, curriculum reform. These should guide your findings. The participants responses should be linked clearly with the theoretical frameworks. The results are too long. Concise repeated explanations and focus on unique analytical insights per theme.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not logically structured
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some citations appear not to be a scholarly sources, be consistent in the manner of citation and referencing. Use approved APA style of referencing
	

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


	There are a lot of grammatical errors, effect all editorials
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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