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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study highlights the importance of Effective strategic leadership for institutional success, particularly student academic performance and principal leadership. It provides a guide to policymakers, educators, communities, and training institutes. Understanding how leadership influences academic performance enables stakeholders to create learning environments that enhance both student achievement and employability.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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 written as targeting a census of 210 participants, but from the population distribution in Table 1, it is 219, which is contradictory, and the exact sample size of 79 is not mentioned (Table 2).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here. 
	The Contradiction Methodology = 79 sampled,  Data analysis = 210 targeted → 170 valid responses., Both cannot be true at the same time.  The actual study, based on the results chapter, worked with 170 respondents out of 210 targeted. Therefore, the true sample size is 170, not 79. The Methodology section must be corrected to match what was really done. Or explain it clearly to make the readers understand.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Ok 
	

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

	
Yes, but a small correction is needed. I have corrected some of the areas of the manuscript and highlighted them in yellow.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The population and sample must be clearly mentioned in the abstract and data analysis part; it is contradictory. Rewrite the sentence in 3.7. data analysis techniques (I've also improved clarity and tightened the structure while maintaining your original findings). Add some Related review of the related literature.


Some modification is needed in the abstract part and the population and sample size area, which are confusing to the readers. Some small errors in punctuation and grammatical errors. After the correction, it can be published.


	






	PART  2: 


	
	
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
No,
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