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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 manuscript can highlight more emphasis on the importance of empowering teachers through such supervisions to enhance their professional growth. It can be one of the bases in informing policies regarding the supervision methods or strategies that should be used by school leaders. The manuscript can function as a call to action for whoever is involved in the field of education to pay more attention to instructional supervision as a lever for excellent performance, both by the teachers and the students.  
	

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

	The words “the extent” might have been better substituted by “the impact” or “the effect,” so the title might be “The Impact of Instructional Supervision on Learners’ Performance in …”

	

	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 not quite comprehensive since it is missing the parts that state the significance of the study and the problem that the study is attempting to address. Also, the sentence stating the target population and sample size is confusing because readers may not get the actual subjects or respondents involved in the study. 
It is better to start the abstract with, for example, “The importance of instructional supervision …. However, studies show that …. This study aimed to … It involved 123 respondents comprising of 12 principals, 34 teachers, and 567 students.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but the way it is presented is not quite scientific as there are parts (e.g. Material and Method, Methodology, Study Location, etc.) that just provide definitions, and so, are not comprehensive enough. 
	

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

	The references are recent and sufficient, but it still has an item that is not presented alphabetically (i.e. Agu et al., 2024)
	

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

	Not quite. In most parts of the manuscript, the English language used is confusing. It may need to be revised so it can present the authors’ idea better and in a more comprehensible way. A language editing tool might help with that. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript may also need revisions for the following parts: 
1. 	Introduction
	Rather than just providing recounts of studies related to instructional supervision, it is better to structure the introduction part more concisely and effectively by (a) providing backgrounds/contexts of the study, (b) introducing the research problem(s) that are supported by current and related literature or studies, and (c) previewing the study by presenting the expected results. 
2. 	Discussion of findings
	This part only presents findings with little discussion on the presented results. Please add some discussions related to the fndings presented in Tabel 1 – Table 7. Note: The names of the table also needs revisions (i.e. Table 4.17?)
3.	Conclusion
	This part should summarize key findings, state implications and limitations of the study, recommendations and suggestions for further research (optional). 

The author(s) may need to clarify the use of terms other than instructional supervision (e.g. instructional monitoring, instructional leadership, instructional management). Are they the same or different? 

	



	

PART  2: 


	
	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? 

	No
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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