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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 (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 role of decentralization and local governance in school management in India, with empirical grounding in Jharkhand. However, despite its relevance, the manuscript requires major revisions to meet the standards of a high-impact journal. The issues lie in clarity of structure, analytical depth, originality, and framing within international scholarly discourse.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Consider a more focused title such as "School Management Committees and the Pitfalls of Decentralized Governance in India: A Qualitative Study from Jharkhand"
	

	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 a little lengthy and reads more like an extended background paragraph. A proper abstract has a standard structure—background, objectives, methods, key findings, conclusion. A clear research question, methods, main findings, and significance is missing
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Partially. Major revision required
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. Only 2 references in between (2020-2025). Consider using more updated references for the study
	

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


	Language is fine. However major revision is needed due to issues lie in clarity of structure, analytical depth, and originality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction: 

The introduction lacks a focused problem statement. The background focused too much on the RTE Act and decentralization without showing the precise research gap of the study.
Research Objectives: 
Put in number format to show clarity.
Methods: 

The methods lack detail on sampling, coding method, data analysis procedure. It is important to include it to show the clarity and validity of the research

Analysis and discussion

The section primarily describes what is happening (e.g., teachers leading meetings, parents absent) but fails to theorize why these outcomes occur within the larger framework of decentralization. The earlier theoretical section explained decentralization using Bray & Mukundan (2003), McGinn & Welsh (1999), and concepts like deconcentration, delegation, devolution. Yet, none of these are actively referenced or applied in this section. The findings are not interpreted using these conceptual lenses.

The structure of the findings and discussion is not clear. Thematic analysis is used but are the themes are scattered and not clearly delineated. The narrative fails to establish a clear chain of evidence from raw data → code/theme → theoretical interpretation.

Conclusion

The conclusion is lengthy. The author should clearly summarize the key findings and state the policy implications from the findings.

References

The references are fairly outdated. Please refer to the APA format of reference.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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