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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.

	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses the critical role of instructional supervision in enhancing teaching quality and student performance, particularly in the context of secondary schools in Kenya. By examining the effects of classroom observation, feedback, and professional documentation, the study provides valuable empirical evidence that can inform educational policy and practice. Its findings contribute to the broader discourse on teacher development and learner achievement in Sub-Saharan Africa, a region where research on supervision practices remains limited. The manuscript therefore offers meaningful insights for educators, administrators, and policymakers seeking to improve instructional effectiveness and academic outcomes.
	

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

	The title of the article, “The Effect of Instructional Supervision on Learners’ Performance in Secondary Schools in Turbo Sub-County, Uasin Gishu, Kenya,” is suitable as it clearly reflects the content, scope, and context of the study. It is informative and specific, making it easy for readers to understand the focus of the research. However, to make it more concise and appealing for a wider readership, an alternative title could be: “Instructional Supervision and Learners’ Performance in Secondary Schools: Evidence from Turbo Sub-County, Kenya.”
	

	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 generally comprehensive as it outlines the background, purpose, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it could be strengthened by presenting the results in a more concise and structured manner, highlighting the main statistical findings or significant relationships identified. Including a brief statement on the limitations of the study and its implications for future research would also improve balance and completeness. Additionally, minor repetition in phrases such as “guidance, direction, stimulation” could be reduced to enhance clarity and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The research design, methodology, and data analysis are appropriately applied, and the findings are presented in a logical and coherent manner. The use of both descriptive and inferential statistics strengthens the validity of the results, while the discussion links the findings to existing literature in a meaningful way. Minor clarifications in methodology and consistency in reporting results would further enhance the scientific rigor of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references used in the manuscript are generally sufficient, recent, and relevant to the research topic, with several works cited from 2020–2024. This demonstrates the author’s effort to engage with up-to-date scholarship. However, a few entries are incomplete or inconsistently formatted and should be corrected to fully comply with APA 7th edition guidelines. Additionally, incorporating a few more foundational works on instructional supervision and its theoretical underpinnings would strengthen the literature review and provide a broader conceptual grounding for the study.
Add the following references to strengthen the theoretical background of your manuscript on instructional supervision and learners’ performance:
1. Glickman, C. D., Gordon, S. P., & Ross-Gordon, J. M. (2018). SuperVision and instructional leadership: A developmental approach (10th ed.). Pearson.
2. Sergiovanni, T. J., & Starratt, R. J. (2007). Supervision: A redefinition (8th ed.). McGraw-Hill.
3. Blasé, J., & Blasé, J. (2004). Handbook of instructional leadership: How successful principals promote teaching and learning (2nd ed.). Corwin Press.
4. Leithwood, K., Harris, A., & Hopkins, D. (2020). Seven strong claims about successful school leadership revisited. School Leadership & Management, 40(1), 5–22. https://doi.org/10.1080/13632434.2019.1596077
5. Ogunu, M. A. (2000). The supervision of instruction in Nigerian secondary schools: Problems and prospects. Studies in Education, 1(1), 1–9.
6. Okendu, J. N. (2012). The influence of instructional process and supervision on academic performance of secondary school students in Rivers State, Nigeria. Academic Research International, 3(1), 147–151.
	

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

	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-structured, and the ideas are clearly conveyed. However, minor proofreading is recommended to improve sentence flow, reduce redundancy, and ensure consistency in tense and phrasing. With these refinements, the paper will fully meet the standards of academic publishing. 
Substitute the following words and phrases in your abstract and keywords section.
Changes made:
· Reduced repetition (“guidance, direction, stimulation” → “structured guidance, observation, and feedback”).
· Smoothed flow (clear Background → Purpose → Method → Findings → Recommendations).
· Sharpened results (significant vs. moderate effects).
· Improved readability for scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript addresses an important and timely issue in the field. Overall, the paper is well-structured and the arguments are presented clearly. Minor improvements in language polishing, coherence between sections, and the integration of recent references would further strengthen the quality of the work. I encourage the author(s) to refine these aspects for better scholarly impact.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 ethical related issues 
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