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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 is very important paper in the firled of ECD. It uncovers an area (clinical supervision) that seems unimportant while it is axtually very important. The research may help to improve the quality of early childhood education through proper supervision. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. However, it could be recrafted to make it more direct such as “Perceptions of …… regarding ECD clinical supervision”
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive enough. However, I have suggested removing a repetitive sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is. The methodology used is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references especially for the discussion are not adequate.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	-The discussion section needs to be be beefed up since it is a very important section which interprets the findings in line with literature.

-The authoer needs to comment on issues of sampling as well as exclusion and inclusion criteria

-It is not clear how the FGDs were done and how many participants were in a group.

-More information is needed on the contents of the interview guide and the FGD guide

-The author needs to give details of data analysis. For example, did they use a software? How were the themes derived? etc 
	


	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? 


	No. However, there is need to have a section on ethics

	


Reviewer details:

Masauko Msiska, Kamuzu University of Health Sciences, Malawi
