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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 work is significant to the scientific community as it offers empirical, phenomenological information regarding the implementation and experience of School-Based Management (SBM) by school leaders at the grassroots level, an aspect that has not been sufficiently examined in current SBM research. By emphasizing the lived experiences of school leaders, the study enhances comprehension of how governance reforms are manifested in daily leadership practices, decision-making processes, and accountability mechanisms within decentralized education systems. The results enhance leadership and educational management literature by emphasizing the relational, data-driven, and collaborative aspects of successful SBM implementation beyond mere policy adherence. Additionally, the study provides contextually relevant insights that can guide future research, comparative analyses, and the development of theories about school governance, leadership interpretation, and systemic educational reforms.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Refine the title to highlight phenomenology and the construction of meaning in leadership, so enhancing qualitative positioning.

“Lived Experiences of Educational Leaders in the Implementation of School-Based Management: A Phenomenological Case 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 abstract is excessively descriptive and requires enhanced methodological precision and more robust scholarly context; although the findings are summarized, they lack adequate analysis and critical emphasis, and the failure to articulate the study’s scholarly contribution diminishes its significance and relevance to the research community.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is technically accurate, especially with qualitative educational research standards, however it necessitates refining to adequately fulfill strict scholarly and publishing criteria.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several referenced research are recent (2022–2023), which is valuable for contemporary discourse. 
Nonetheless, numerous references are antiquated (pre-2010) or redundant, which undermines the impression of a contemporary scientific base.


	

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


	The article's language is predominantly straightforward and comprehensible, interpretation it suitable for academic discourse; yet, it exhibits grammatical irregularities, excessively lengthy sentences, and redundant statements that impair clarity and coherence.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is based on sound policy, philosophy, and technique, and it gives a lot of useful information on how schools are run on the ground. The work would benefit from a more precise explanation of its research gap and academic contribution, a more profound analytical interpretation of findings, the incorporation of participant quotations, and an enhancement of language and references can make a meaningful contribution on the literature on SBM.
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