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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscripts is important for the scientific community as 
1. The issue of poor academic performance in primary schools  is still prevalent today.

2. Teachers characteristics are crucial to solving issues relating to poor academic performance in schools.

3. Teaching approaches are vital to enhancing academic performance of pupils.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No,  The title of the article is ambiguous. It disagrees with the main work. The main work showcased classroom management, teachers profile such as years of experience and academic qualification and some teaching approaches. All of these cannot be treated in a study. The researcher should re-evaluate the study, remove some of these variables and concentrate on two, then a better title would emerge.
	

	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 not comprehensive.  The abstract should follow….. the study investigated the topic, research design, population, sample size, Research question, instrument used, statistical tool used, findings or result and recommendation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. And the reference is 99% old. There are current references as regards this study.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Many of the key words are not appropriate. Words such as upper schools, pudtol district, professional development, effectiveness students outcomes and teachers survey should be removed.
The statement of the problem is not well written. It should tell the problem that necessitated the study.

The significance of the problem should be collapsed and written in paragraph.

The definition of terms is not required in a journal but a project / thesis. And only words featured in the topic would be operationally defined.

The methodology of the study is not appropriate. How do you measure or test approaches and teachers performance? How do you carry out the study without pupils academic performance tested by achievement test? Whatever variable chosen in the study should be on pupils academic achievement.
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	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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