Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_148169

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A Study of School Principals’ Instructional Leadership Practices in schools in Bhutan

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it contributes to the growing body of research on instructional leadership within developing educational contexts. By examining the practices, challenges, and perceptions of school principals in Bhutan, it offers valuable empirical insights into how leadership influences teaching and learning effectiveness. The study also bridges the gap between global leadership theories and local educational realities, providing a framework for future comparative and policy-oriented research in similar contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the study’s focus on instructional leadership among school principals.

However, to make it more concise and academically appealing, you might consider one of the following alternatives:

1. “Instructional Leadership Practices of School Principals: Evidence from Trongsa District, Bhutan.”

2. “Exploring Instructional Leadership in Bhutanese Schools: A Mixed-Methods Study from Trongsa District.”

3. “Principals as Instructional Leaders: Practices, Challenges, and Perceptions in Bhutan’s Trongsa District.”


	

	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 clear but could be more comprehensive by briefly highlighting the study’s contribution and practical implications. It should mention the research gap addressed and the relevance of findings for policymakers and school leaders. Unnecessary methodological details can be shortened to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It demonstrates a clear research problem, well-defined objectives, and appropriate methodology (mixed-methods design) for investigating instructional leadership. The literature review is comprehensive, the data collection and analysis procedures are sound, and the findings are logically presented and supported by empirical evidence. Minor improvements could be made in clarity and conciseness, but overall, the study maintains scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and cover key foundational studies. However, including more recent research from the last 5–7 years would strengthen the manuscript’s relevance. Adding a few up-to-date studies on instructional leadership and its impact on student outcomes is recommended.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sentences are long and could be made more concise, and minor grammatical or stylistic adjustments would enhance clarity and readability for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript presents a well-structured and valuable study on instructional leadership in Bhutanese schools. The topic is relevant, the methodology is sound, and the findings provide meaningful insights for both research and practice. Minor improvements in clarity, conciseness, and updating references with recent studies would further strengthen the manuscript.
Minor Revision, as it is scientifically sound and well-structured but could benefit from minor improvements in clarity, conciseness, and inclusion of more recent references.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, the manuscript appears to adhere to standard ethical practices, including obtaining permissions and informed consent.
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