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	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.


	This manuscript contributes significantly to the scientific community by providing empirical insights into how school rules and regulations influence student character development in faith-based secondary schools. It applies Bandura’s Social Learning Theory in a Tanzanian context, bridging the gap between global theory and local practice. The study’s findings—emphasizing the roles of clarity, fairness, peer influence, parental involvement, and counseling—offer evidence-based recommendations for educators, policymakers, and researchers interested in character education and school discipline. By examining both the challenges and successful practices, the research informs future interventions aimed at fostering respectful, honest, and responsible learners in diverse socio-cultural settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	  It is clear and descriptive: readers immediately know the subject (rules and regulations), focus (student character), scope (secondary schools of the Catholic Diocese of Morogoro), and perspective (challenges and way forward).

  It reflects both the problem and solutions, which matches the study’s findings and recommendations.


	

	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.


	Weaknesses
· Overly long (nearly 350 words instead of 150–250, which most journals require).

· Repeats background information instead of focusing on the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications.

· Some sentences are vague (e.g., “Still, it is possible to do better”).

Improvements
· Shorten to ~200 words.

· Clearly state: (1) aim, (2) methodology (sample + tools), (3) major findings, (4) implications/recommendations.

· Avoid redundancy and subjective phrasing.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of theoretical basis, research design, and alignment with literature. However, it lacks descriptive analysis, small sample size, and limited statistical depth. The author needs to strengthen the analysis and tightens the presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Weaknesses
· Inconsistent referencing style (mix of APA, narrative, and incomplete citations).

· Some references appear duplicated (e.g., two entries for “Abebe & Tesfaye, 2020”).

· Few recent references (only one from 2024).

Improvements
· Standardize to APA 7th edition.

· Remove duplicates, check for accuracy (titles, DOIs, authors’ initials).

· Add more recent African/Tanzanian studies (2021–2024) to strengthen contextual relevance.


	

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


	The English quality is understandable but not yet at the standard of polished scholarly communication. It is suitable for initial submission to regional or practice-based journals, but for international or high-impact journals, the manuscript would strongly benefit from language editing and professional proofreading to improve clarity, conciseness, and precision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important educational issue—how school rules and regulations contribute to student character development within Catholic secondary schools in Morogoro. It is well grounded in Social Learning Theory and supported by relevant literature, while also presenting practical recommendations that can inform school administrators, teachers, and policymakers. The mixed-methods approach adds value by capturing perspectives from teachers, students, and parents.

However, the paper would benefit from greater scientific rigor: the analysis is mostly descriptive, the sample size is relatively small, and the discussion sometimes repeats findings rather than critically interpreting them. The language, though generally understandable, requires refinement to meet the standards of international scholarly communication, particularly by tightening grammar, structure, and expression. Additionally, precision in terminology and consistency in style will strengthen its academic appeal.

Overall, the manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the field of education and character formation, but to reach its full potential, it should undergo improvements in analytical depth, language clarity, and structural conciseness.
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