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	REVIEW RUBRICS
	COMMENTS
	SCORE

	RELATIVE MERIT OF THE RESEARCH

	
	

	Does the study fit it the aims and scope of the journal? Does it follow the minimum submission requirements of the journal?
	Yes.  This research is multidisciplinary at the crossroads of language, music, and culture. This falls under the journal’s broader areas of linguistics, performing arts, and culture.
	1

	Is the study important, worthwhile, and justifiable?  Does the study address important issues?
	I find the current study quite illuminating. The paper touches on an important topic as it attempts to address issues that bother on indigenous African languages and music. 
	1

	Do the aims, research questions and hypotheses build on and address gaps in existing knowledge?
	Yes 
	2

	Does the abstract reflect aspects of the study i.e. background, objectives, methods, results and conclusions?
	Yes
	2

	DESIGN AND METHODS

	
	

	Quality of study design
	Yes 
	2

	Robust methods used. 
	Yes 
	3

	Includes a description of sample recruitment and characteristics (including number, gender and ethnicity where relevant) proposed methods of data analysis. 
	N/A
	

	Timelines for the research included

	N/A
	

	FEASIBILITY OF THE RESEARCH
	
	

	Can you examine whether the overall strategy, methodology and analyses are well reasoned and appropriate to achieve the specific aims of the study?
	Yes
	2

	Is the study likely to improve knowledge, concepts, technical capacity or methods in the research field, or of contributing to better interventions? 
	The author (s) have added some new knowledge to the field/studies on indigenous African music.
	

	Achievable within the specified objectives, research questions?
	N/A
	

	Does the researcher/research team have the appropriate experience and expertise in the subject of the study?

	N/A
	

	PUBLICATION SCIENCE: ETHICS AND ACADEMIC INTEGRITY
	
	

	Does the research represent original ideas of the researchers? 
	Yes
	2

	Has prior approval been sought to carry out the research? Is the approval necessary for the current research? Why?
	N/A
	

	PRESENTATION OF THE STUDY: FINDINGS, RESULTS, ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION
	
	

	How well are the research design, procedures, and statistics (if applicable) explained?
	N/A
	

	How appropriate is the description of the purpose, methods, procedures and/or analyses?
	The research methodology, a qualitative approach, is appropriate for the study. However, aside from mentioning this in the abstract, the methodological approach is not discussed in the main paper. For instance, the author(s) mentioned fieldwork as a means of data collection, but it is unclear what went into that and how exactly this was undertaken. I suggest there should be a brief section in the main paper dedicated to methodology. 
	

	How clear is the manuscript, including writing, tables, figures, and examples?
	The paper is well written and easy to understand. Key terms are clearly defined/explained.
	2

	Is there appropriate overall presentation, including structure, ‘understandability’, clarity and readability?
	Yes
	2

	Are the findings relevant, accurate and logically presented?
	Yes
	2

	Do the results answer the research questions? How credible are they?
	Yes.  The data used for this work come from reliable and respected sources.
	

	In general, does the way in which the research is presented reflects well planned and conceived research? 

	Yes
	2

	Is the conclusion presented in line with the results?
	Yes
	2

	WRITING AND THE CITATION STYLE LANGUAGE
	
	

	Is the work logically presented? Does it follow relevant article components?
	Yes. However, the most current study the author(s) cited was a paper in 2017. Are there more recent studies on the subject that you can cited to make your work more current and relevant?
	2

	How well does this manuscript contribute to the fields of study?
	The paper highlights the importance of indigenous African languages and music education. 
	

	How well does the literature review inform the research?
	
	

	How appropriate are the in-text citations? Do they conform to the journal’s preferred Style Guide?
	The in-text citations follow the journal’s preferred guide
	2


Are supplements needed in the text?

	
	If the author(s) could include relevant studies done after 2017 to enrich the work.
	

	The overall quality (Excellent – Good – Fair – Poor?)
	This is a “Good” paper
	

	The manuscript should be: published without changes – published after revisions – should not be published?
	I recommend the publication of the paper subject to the above revisions.
	

	Confidential remarks to the editors (optional)
	I did not see the bibliography list for the paper. Was this an omission on your part? If not, the author(s) have to include it. 
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