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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 paper is of significant significance to the scholarly community as it offers an in-depth comparative analysis of the interrelationships between language policy, cultural identity and access to education in two different cultural contexts: the UK and Hong Kong. Using the methods of systematic literature review and thematic analysis, this study enriches the literature on multilingual education policy and its impact on identity construction in the post-colonial and globalized era. The findings of this study help to understand how education and language policy function not only as administrative tools but also as sites of social and cultural struggle. Therefore, this paper can be a valuable reference source for cross-cultural research, post-colonial studies and inclusive education policy development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Here are some suggestions for more appropriate titles:

1. Cultural Identity, Language Policy, and Educational Access: A Cross Cultural Comparison between the UK and Hong Kong

2. Language Policy and Cultural Identity in Education: A Comparative Study of the UK and Hong Kong

3. Educational Access and Cultural Identity: A Cross Cultural Analysis of Language Policy in the UK and Hong Kong.
	

	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 of this article is quite informative, but not completely comprehensive when viewed from ideal academic writing standards.

1. Add one or two key findings, for example: The differences in language policy approaches in the UK and Hong Kong affect access to education differently.

2. Add a sentence explaining the contribution of the study, for example: This study adds to cross-cultural scholarship in the context of postcolonial education by highlighting the dynamics of language policy in shaping cultural identities
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientific, but there are several important notes that need to be considered regarding scientific strength, consistency, and depth of analysis.

some things that need to be fixed are:

1. Strengthen with direct quotes or data summaries from the literature used.

2. Emphasize that the results are exploratory, not universal generalizations.

3. Consistency and precision of important terms in scientific writing.

4. Integrating theories will strengthen scientific arguments
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript are adequate, current, and relevant to the research topic. However, it would be theoretically stronger if some classical and conceptual sources such as the works of Pierre Bourdieu, Bonny Norton, and Bernard Spolsky were added to enrich the discussion on the relationship between language, power, and cultural identity.
	

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


	The English in this article is quite good and understandable,
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article has great potential to be published in this journal after revision on language aspects, clarity of terminology, and strengthening of theoretical framework. The author shows a good understanding of local and global contexts, and is able to construct logical and relevant arguments.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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