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	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.


	With regards to the importance of this manuscript, this may contribute a valuable insight into the nuanced effects of walk-in classroom observations on teaching practices, which is an area that is often overlooked in educational research. By employing a mixed-methods approach, this bridges a quantitative trend with qualitative depth that offers a more holistic understanding of teacher experiences. The findings highlighted the need for thoughtful implementation of observation protocols to balance accountability with professional growth. These implications can inform policy, training, and future studies that are aimed at enhancing the instructional quality in the diverse school settings.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article: “Teachers’ Perceptions on Walk-in Classroom Observation and its Influence on Instructional Practices and Pedagogical Approaches” is suitable to the research study, as this clearly reflects both the focus on teacher viewpoints and the impact on instructional and pedagogical dimensions. The stated title effectively captures the scope and focused of the research study, that makes it relevant and informative for educators, policymakers, and future researchers who may be interested in similar research study.

	

	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 researcher may:

Specify Context: 
Like mentioning the grade levels or subject areas involved to give readers a clearer picture of the study’s scope.

Refine Statistical Reporting: 
Inclusion of full statistics (e.g., SD for all means) and may explain what scale was used (e.g., Likert 1–5).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically correct because it employs a mixed-methods design that effectively combines quantitative and qualitative data to explore teacher perceptions of walk-in classroom observations. The Statistical presentation is appropriate, and the results of findings are well aligned with the study’s general and specific objectives.  

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are considered sufficient and recent that directly support the study’s objectives. Most of the sources are from 2019 to 2023, that ensures current educational discourse. The inclusion of regional and international perspectives, such as studies from Bhutan, Saudi Arabia, and South Africa, which adds depth and relevance to your context.

There are few older foundational texts (e.g., Carter et al., 2001; Wragg, 2012) present, but they are acceptable as they are used to support background and theoretical framing. And also, the inclusion of recent studies like Norbu (2023) and George (2022) helps balance the timeline and demonstrates engagement with the contemporary research trends.
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications. The language quality of the article appears suitable for scholarly communication. The language quality of the manuscript appears clear organization, appropriate academic tone, and correct use of terminology relevant to educational research study. Sentences are generally well-structured, and key findings are communicated effectively. There are minor suggestions—such as tightening phrasing and ensuring consistency in tense and choice of word that could enhance the clarity, but on the overall constructions, the English is competent and appropriate for publication.
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