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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.


	This manuscript makes an important contribution to science education research in Bhutan, a context that remains understudied. It provides empirical insights into how teaching practices, classroom conditions, and technology use influence science learning. The finding on the discrepancy between teachers’ perceptions and their actual classroom practices is particularly valuable for improving teacher training and curriculum development. Overall, the manuscript offers relevant insights for researchers, educators, and policymakers
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the content of the study. It captures the focus on teaching practices and specifies the geographical context
	

	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 covers the objectives, methods, and main findings, but it still needs improvement by adding more specific quantitative results, strengthening the conclusion—especially regarding the gap between teachers’ perceptions and actual practices—and refining several language and repetition issue
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically and methodologically sound, but it requires clearer explanation of the qualitative data analysis procedures, correction of confusing table numbering, stronger linkage between the findings and the research questions, and more robust evidence to support certain claims
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include relevant and recent literature. However, some improvements are needed:

· Several references are incomplete, missing publisher or page information.

· A few citations (e.g., REC, 202, Ministry of Social Services 1990) may contain errors or typos.

· Consider adding more recent studies (2020–2024) on science teaching practices, mixed-methods research, and STEM education in developing contexts.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but it requires moderate editing to improve sentence structure, grammatical consistency, and redundancy; professional proofreading is recommended
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues identified
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