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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 is valuable as it highlights the role of School Management Committees in supporting curriculum reform and interdisciplinary learning. It shows how community participation and local knowledge can enrich classroom practices. The study also aligns with the vision of National Education Policy 2020. Overall, it offers useful insights for researchers and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “School Management Committees as Catalysts for Curriculum Reform and Interdisciplinary Learning” is appropriate and clearly reflects the focus of the study.

However, for slightly greater clarity, the author may also consider an alternative title such as, 

“Exploring the Role of School Management Committees in Supporting Curriculum Reform and Interdisciplinary Learning in Schools.”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly presents the focus and findings of the study. However, a few improvements could strengthen it.
· The abstract may mention the approximate number of studies or documents reviewed between 2015 and 2025 to clarify the scope of the synthesis.

· While mechanisms such as local language use and community resource persons are listed, briefly indicating how these support interdisciplinary learning across subjects would improve clarity.

· The final part of the abstract could include one concise sentence highlighting the key recommendation of strengthening SMC capacity for effective curriculum support.

· A few sentences could be slightly shortened to improve clarity and readability without affecting the overall meaning.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, and the following observations are made while reviewing the study.

· The arguments are generally consistent with the stated objectives of the study.

· The objectives related to analysing the role of SMCs in integrating local knowledge and examining theoretical perspectives are addressed through the literature discussion.

· The manuscript also identifies challenges faced by SMCs such as limited training, unclear roles, and socio-economic barriers, which align with the third objective.
· The research gaps regarding the limited pedagogical focus of SMCs and weak linkage with curriculum reform are reasonably discussed in the analysis.

· The connection with National Education Policy 2020 strengthens the conceptual and policy relevance of the study.

· Minor proofreading and consistency in punctuation could further improve the clarity and presentation of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic. The list includes both foundational works and several recent studies up to 2024-2025, which strengthens the theoretical and policy background of the manuscript. 
However, a few references appear to be repeated and may need to be checked for duplication, such as Bray (2001), Bassachs et al. (2020), and Government of India (2020). Removing these duplicates and maintaining uniform formatting would improve the clarity of the reference list.
	

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


	Yes, the language used in the manuscript was generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication. The ideas were expressed in a logical manner and the academic tone was maintained throughout the paper. However, minor proofreading and slight improvements in sentence structure and punctuation could further enhance clarity and overall readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic and is generally well organized. Minor improvements in language clarity and reference formatting are suggested. With these revisions, the paper can make a meaningful contribution to educational research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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