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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. 
 

1. This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by shedding light on the complex 
factors influencing parental engagement in monitoring pupils' academic progress. 
2. The study's findings have important implications for educational policymakers, school administrators, and 
teachers seeking to promote parental involvement and improve academic outcomes.  
3. By highlighting the inter-relationship between individual, family, and school-level factors, this research provides 
valuable insights for developing targeted interventions to enhance parental engagement.  
4. Furthermore, the manuscript's focus on the Tanzanian context expands the existing literature on parental 
engagement, which is predominantly based on Western countries, thereby contributing to a more nuanced 
understanding of this critical issue in diverse educational settings. 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. 
1. The title clearly stated,  "Evaluating factors contributing to limited parental engagement". 
2. The context specified, "Monitoring academic progress of pupils in primary schools". 
3. The case study location, Ilemela District, Mwanza Region is identified. 
However, the title is a bit long. Consider shortening it while maintaining the essential information.  
Suggestion: 
"Factors Limiting Parental Engagement in Monitoring Pupils' Academic Progress: A Case Study of Ilemela 
District, Tanzania" 
This revised title still conveys the main idea, but is more concise and easier to read. 

 

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. 

 

1. The abstract clearly states the research objective, which is to investigate the factors influencing parental 
engagement in monitoring pupils' academic progress. 
2. It provides a concise summary of the research methodology, main findings, and implications. 
Suggestions: 
1. Add more specific details about the research methodology. 
2. Provide more context about the research setting. 
3. Consider adding a sentence or two about the theoretical framework or conceptual model that guided the 
research. 
4. Emphasize the significance and originality of the research findings. 
5. Ensure that the abstract accurately reflects the content of the article and does not contain any misleading 
or inaccurate information. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

1. The manuscript clearly states the research objective, which is to investigate the factors influencing parental 
engagement in monitoring pupils' academic progress. 
2. The study employed a mixed-methods approach, combining survey questionnaires and semi-structured 
interviews, which is suitable for exploring the research objective. 
3. It  presents a clear and comprehensive data analysis, including descriptive statistics, thematic analysis, and 
quotes from interviewees. 
However, addressing the methodological limitations, clarifying the theoretical framework, and enhancing the critical 
analysis of the findings would strengthen the manuscript's scientific correctness. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

1. The reference list is comprehensive, covering various aspects of parental engagement in education. 
2. Many references are from recent publications (2020-2024), indicating that the research is up-to-date. 
 

 

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

 

1. The article follows a logical structure, making it easy to follow. 
2. The author uses a range of vocabulary suitable for academic writing. 
3. The article is largely free of grammatical errors. 
Overall, the language and English quality of the article are good, but some editing and refinement are needed to 
make it suitable for scholarly communications. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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