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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.


	By offering empirical data on the efficacy of research mentorship programs run by school administrators—an area that is still understudied in educational leadership studies—this publication benefits the scientific community. By highlighting both research competency gaps and strengths, it enriches existing knowledge and provides insights that can guide the creation of more adaptable mentorship frameworks. The study also emphasizes the significance of collaborative practices, technical capacity building, and organizational support in fostering a culture of research in schools. In the end, educators, legislators, and upcoming researchers looking to improve research output and professional development in the education sector may find the suggested research policy framework to be a useful resource.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Evaluation of School Heads’ Research Mentoring Programs: Basis for Research Policy Recommendation" is appropriate as it expresses the study's goal and focus in an understandable manner. It is precise, formal, and consistent with the manuscript's substance. It might be significantly improved, though, to make it easier to read and have a more scholarly tone.

	

	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.


	After reading the abstract, I can say that it is typically thorough since it contains all the important elements, including the goal, research design, methods, location and length, respondents, findings, conclusion, and implications for policy. It gives the reader enough information to comprehend the study's scope, methodology, conclusions, and importance.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The technique, design, and overall results of the book are all accurate and logical from a scientific standpoint.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although they contain contemporary research and are pertinent, the present references may be improved. International literature and important theoretical frameworks on mentorship, research proficiency, and teacher professional development are not well covered. The text would be more thorough and scientifically sound if it included recent systematic reviews and empirical studies (2023–2025) on mentorship, research skill development, and teacher

	

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


	Although the manuscript's English is comprehensible, it needs to be polished for academic usage. There are a few lengthy, repetitious, or uncomfortable phrases as well as a few little grammatical mistakes. Shorter sentences, a consistent formal style, and proper grammar should all be used throughout the text to increase intelligibility. For publishing preparation, a thorough language correction is often advised.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper offers insightful information for the creation of policies and tackles a significant issue regarding research mentorship programs. It might significantly advance the area of education research with a few simple changes to its language, organization, and clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, this paper doesn't seem to have any ethical problems. The study makes it very apparent that all subjects gave their informed permission and that the appropriate Ethics Review Committee granted ethical approval. Procedures for participant protection and data collection are appropriately specified, demonstrating conformity to accepted research ethics.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, this paper does not include any conflicts of interest. The writers have made it clear that they have no personal connections or known financial or non-financial interests that may have impacted the work.

	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There do not appear to be obvious ethical or competing interest issues in the manuscript. 
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