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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely issue, namely community attitudes towards children with disabilities in Bangladesh. The topic is highly relevant for both academic research and policy development, particularly in the context of inclusive education and social inclusion in developing countries. The study has the potential to contribute valuable baseline evidence for programme design and advocacy. However, in its current form, the manuscript requires substantial revision to meet the standards of a scientific journal.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and reflects the general focus of the study. However, it is somewhat broad and could be improved by indicating the research design. A more precise title would enhance clarity.

Suggested revision:
“Community Attitudes Towards Inclusion and Empowerment of Children with Disabilities in Bangladesh: A Quantitative Study”


	

	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 not well structured. It is too long and contains unnecessary descriptive details. It should be more concise and clearly organized to include the study design, sample, key methods, and main findings. Additionally, the manuscript does not include keywords, which is a significant omission.

The authors are advised to shorten the abstract and include 4-6 relevant keywords.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a relevant research problem; however, there are several concerns regarding scientific rigour.

· The structure does not fully follow a standard quantitative research format.

· The population is not clearly defined, and the description of respondents remains unclear.

· The methodology section lacks clarity regarding data analysis procedures.

· The findings are mainly descriptive and rely heavily on percentages without deeper statistical analysis.

· There is limited connection between the results and the research objectives.

Overall, the study requires stronger methodological justification and clearer analytical presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes some relevant references; however, the literature review is not well organised and lacks critical discussion. Many sources are descriptive rather than analytically integrated. The authors should include more recent studies and improve the academic synthesis of the literature.
	

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


	The language requires significant improvement. There are frequent grammatical errors, repetition, and informal expressions throughout the manuscript. The writing does not consistently meet academic standards and would benefit from professional editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Several important issues should be addressed\

· The overall structure of the manuscript is weak, particularly for a quantitative study.

· The literature review lacks coherence and critical engagement.

· Figures are not properly labelled or explained in the text.

· The analysis is not clearly presented, and the results are repetitive.

· The discussion section does not sufficiently interpret findings in relation to existing literature.

· Ethical considerations for example consent, approval are not mentioned.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes. The manuscript does not mention ethical approval, informed consent, or participant protection. This is a serious concern, especially given that the study involves human participants.
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