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	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 Study is important because how supervision is changing and it also critically examines the evolving role of pedagogical supervision in education, highlighting challenges and opportunities across diverse contexts. It is showing the limits of the older approaches and points out that how, teamwork, collaboration technology driven ideas and approaches is beneficial.  The study stressed that public policies and institutional support were key to making supervision more effective and impactful. Overall, it is offering valuable ideas for educators, researchers, and policymakers who are working and who are dedicated to improve education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does reflect the ides it wants to deliver clearly. One suggestion can be: Redefining Pedagogical Supervision: From Directive Models to Collaborative Approaches. (Its not necessary that they change it to the topic suggestion)
	

	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 has done a good job in summarizing and stating the main focus of the article as per my observation. They can simplify statements and specify the role of ICTs. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As per my knowledge and on the article provided, the manuscript seems to be scientifically correct. It is grounded in the relevant and recent studies. It connects findings and has highlight the much needed challenges I believe.  As suggestion, they can have more detailed explanation of the methodologies, some clarity and structure can be seen to avoid redundant statements. Lastly, I see that the conclusion align with thew evidence presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	As per my knowledge and from what is see, they are sufficient. 
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