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Review Form 3

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.

This manuscript addresses a critical issue in education—Ilow parental engagement in monitoring pupils' academic
progress, particularly in primary schools. Understanding these barriers is essential for developing effective
strategies to enhance academic outcomes and close educational disparities. The study provides valuable empirical
insights from a Tanzanian district, offering context-specific findings that could inform broader educational policies
and practices in similar socio-economic and cultural settings. By addressing both systemic and individual-level
factors, the manuscript contributes to the global discourse on improving family-school partnerships and student
success.

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

The title is suitable and reflects the study’s primary focus. However, it could be more concise while retaining clarity.
A suggested alternative title: "Factors Limiting Parental Engagement in Academic Monitoring: A Case Study from
llemela District, Tanzania."

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 comprehensive, clearly summarizing the study’s objectives, methods, findings, and
recommendations. However, it could benefit from a brief mention of the implications for policy or practice to
strengthen its relevance. Adding a sentence on how these findings contribute to broader educational improvement
might enhance its impact.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The research design, methodology, and data analysis are
appropriate for the study’s objectives. The use of both quantitative and qualitative methods enriches the findings
and aligns with best practices in educational research.

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

The references are sufficient, and many are recent, supporting the study's arguments effectively. However, the
addition of more localized studies or global meta-analyses focusing on parental engagement could enhance the
depth of the literature review. For example:

Fan, X., & Chen, M. (2020) on parental involvement meta-analysis.

Jeynes, W. H. (2021) on the impact of parental involvement.

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

The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor improvements in grammatr,
sentence structure, and word choice (e.g., avoiding redundancy) could further enhance readability. Phrasing some
sections more concisely would also improve the flow of the manuscript.
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Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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