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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.


	This manuscript contributes meaningful insights to the growing discourse on integrating social media in education by exploring the perspectives of both parental and institutional stakeholders. Its qualitative approach highlights the human dimension of digital learning, emphasizing how perceptions, attitudes, and social contexts shape educational outcomes. The study is important for the scientific community because it bridges theoretical understanding with real-world implications for responsible social media use, digital citizenship, and parental involvement in students’ learning environments. Furthermore, by focusing on stakeholders in the Biswanath District of Assam, the research provides localized evidence that enriches global discussions on equity, inclusion, and the evolving role of technology in contemporary education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, “Use of Social Media in Education: A Qualitative Study on Parental and Institutional Stakeholders’ Perspectives,” is generally suitable and reflects the core focus of the manuscript. It clearly conveys the research topic, methodology, and key participants involved, which helps readers immediately understand the scope of the study. Including both “parental” and “institutional stakeholders” accurately represents the dual perspectives explored in the paper.

However, the title could be refined for greater precision and academic clarity. The phrase “Use of Social Media in Education” is quite broad, while the study examines explicitly perceptions and attitudes toward social media rather than its direct use or implementation. A more precise title, such as “Parental and Institutional Stakeholders’ Perceptions of Social Media Integration in Education: A Qualitative Study from Assam,” would better align with the research objectives, contextual setting, and qualitative nature of the study. This refinement would enhance the title’s academic accuracy and make it more engaging for an international readership.
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the study’s purpose, methodology, and key findings. It successfully identifies the main participants, such as parents, teachers, and principals, and briefly outlines their differing perspectives on the use of social media in education. The inclusion of the study’s location and duration adds contextual clarity, and the abstract concludes with a concise statement emphasizing the need for balanced and responsible social media use, which aligns well with the overall objectives of the paper.

Nevertheless, the abstract could be strengthened by incorporating more detail regarding the research questions and the significant themes that emerged from the analysis. At present, it primarily summarizes the findings in general terms, without sufficiently highlighting the distinct contributions of each stakeholder group or the theoretical implications of the results. A brief mention of the analytical approach (i.e., thematic analysis) and emphasizing the study’s contribution to the broader discourse on digital citizenship and educational equity would enhance the abstract’s comprehensiveness and academic depth.

Overall, the abstract is well-written and coherent, but modest refinement in presenting the analytical focus and theoretical significance would make it more informative and impactful for the scientific community.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its conceptual foundation and methodological execution. The research problem is clearly defined, and the descriptive qualitative study design appropriately aligns with the objective of exploring stakeholders’ perceptions. Focused group discussions and interviews provide a solid basis for capturing diverse viewpoints among parents, teachers, and principals. The thematic and narrative analysis techniques suit this type of qualitative inquiry, and the discussion effectively connects empirical findings with relevant literature.

However, while the study demonstrates methodological rigor, it would benefit from a more explicit explanation of data analysis procedures, for instance, how themes were derived, coded, and validated. It would strengthen its scientific robustness by providing clearer information about the steps taken to ensure reliability and credibility (such as triangulation or member checking). Furthermore, a brief acknowledgment of the study’s limitations, such as the small sample size and localized context, would enhance transparency and allow readers better to assess the scope and generalizability of the findings.

In summary, the manuscript presents a scientifically valid and contextually meaningful contribution to the field of educational communication and digital learning. With minor methodological articulation and critical reflection refinements, its scholarly impact could be significantly deepened.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and cover a range of studies relevant to social media use in education, parental perceptions, and institutional practices. The author has included foundational and contemporary sources, demonstrating awareness of the evolving discourse in this field. Notably, the inclusion of recent works published in 2023 and 2024 (e.g., Wong & Yunus, 2023; Yu et al., 2024; Tung, 2024) reflects an effort to maintain the currency of the literature and situate the study within ongoing scholarly discussions.

However, while the references are adequate, there remains room for improvement in depth and balance. The manuscript could be strengthened by incorporating additional recent international studies that specifically address the intersection of digital pedagogy, parental digital literacy, and school policy frameworks, areas closely related to the study’s objectives. Furthermore, adding a few references from Scopus- or WoS-indexed journals that engage with theoretical frameworks such as behavioral learning theory or ecological theory would enrich the conceptual grounding and increase the manuscript’s scholarly relevance.

In essence, the reference list demonstrates both sufficiency and relevance, yet a modest expansion to include more contemporary and theory-driven sources would significantly enhance the article’s academic rigor and contribution to the global literature on educational technology and social communication.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is generally straightforward, coherent, and understandable for academic readers. The author communicates the main ideas effectively, and the overall tone remains appropriate for scholarly writing. The structure of the sentences and the logical flow across sections, particularly in the Introduction, Methodology, and Discussion, allow readers to follow the argumentation without significant difficulty. The vocabulary is sufficiently academic, and the narrative style successfully reflects the qualitative nature of the study.

That being said, certain sections would benefit from minor linguistic refinement to achieve greater precision and fluency. Occasional grammatical inconsistencies, repetitive phrasing, and uneven transitions slightly affect the manuscript’s readability. For instance, some paragraphs in the Results and Discussion sections could be polished to enhance cohesion and eliminate redundancy. The abstract and conclusion could be revised for smoother phrasing and a stronger academic tone, particularly in linking findings to theoretical implications.

The manuscript’s English quality is acceptable for scholarly communication, but targeted editing by a professional language editor or native speaker could further improve clarity, syntax, and stylistic consistency. Such refinement would enhance readability and strengthen the paper’s professional presentation and impact in an international academic context.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Based on the manuscript's overall quality, relevance, and scientific merit, I would give it a score of Minor Revision.

The study is valuable for understanding parental and institutional perspectives on social media use in education. The methodology is appropriate, and the findings are meaningful. However, the manuscript would benefit from minor improvements in language clarity, methodological detailing, and refinement of the abstract and title for greater precision and scholarly impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues have been identified in this manuscript.
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