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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 contributes valuable insights to the limited body of research on homework practices within the Bhutanese educational context, an area that remains largely unexplored. By examining both student and teacher perceptions through qualitative inquiry, the study provides nuanced understandings of how homework influences learning, well-being, and motivation. Its findings highlight the need for culturally responsive, policy-aligned homework frameworks, offering practical implications for educators, school leaders, and policymakers. The manuscript also enriches global discussions on balancing academic rigor with learner well-being, making it a meaningful addition to comparative education and educational psychology literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Students and Teachers’ Perception of Homework: A Qualitative Study in One of the Higher Secondary Schools, Bhutan” is suitable. It accurately reflects the focus of the research, clearly identifies the participants (students and teachers), the central topic (perception of homework), and the methodological approach (qualitative 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 generally comprehensive as it summarizes the purpose of the study, the participants, the methods used, key findings, and major recommendations. It provides a clear picture of the research context and highlights the central issues related to homework practices in the school. However, there are a few areas that could be improved for clarity and conciseness.
  Streamline the background – The abstract includes detailed descriptions of student workload and emotional impact. While important, these could be expressed more concisely to maintain focus on the core findings.

  Clarify the methodological description – Mentioning the use of structured interviews is good, but the abstract may briefly explain why a qualitative approach was appropriate.

  Add a clearer concluding statement – While recommendations are outlined, adding a final sentence reinforcing the contribution of the study to policy or educational practice would strengthen the abstract.

  Remove redundancy – Some phrases repeat ideas about excessive homework and stress; consolidating these would improve readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, as it follows appropriate qualitative research principles, employs structured interviews as a valid data collection method, and uses thematic analysis to interpret participant responses.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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