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	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.


	By filling in a major research vacuum on inclusive education in Bhutan, this publication significantly advances the scientific community, with a special emphasis on the viewpoints of teachers. Comparing the perspectives and pressures of general and special educators offers important empirical support for the idea that inclusion policies are implemented in the classroom. International education scholars, school administrators, and politicians can all benefit from the findings, which provide useful insights into the difficulties of teacher workload, training requirements, and resource limitations. In the end, the research contributes to the scholarly conversation on inclusive education and helps develop practical plans for maintaining inclusive practices and bolstering teacher support networks.
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	There should be more clarity in the objectives. At the moment, the abstract suggests that the study's goal was to compare viewpoints and pinpoint stressors, although it doesn't say so explicitly. Clarity will be enhanced by a succinct statement that clearly states the goals.
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	Yes, it looks like a well-structured, scientifically sound manuscript. Starting with a compelling justification, well-defined goals, and targeted research questions, it adheres to a well-defined research design. The methodology is sound; the sampling approach is described, the use of questionnaires is justified, and the data is analyzed using the proper statistical techniques (descriptive statistics, Garrett's ranking technique, and chi-square tests). The findings are rationally presented, backed up by pertinent literature, and connected to the original study questions.
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