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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 variables are too much common, and many research study was conducted on these variables. But these variables are too much important because these are very helpful to improve our educational system.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of this article should be improved and include the level of the school.

Teaching Approaches and Performance of Elementary School Teachers of Pudtol District, (Country Name): A Mixed Method Study
	

	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 of the article is not comprehensive. Population, sample, sampling techniques, tools of the study, research methodology and results of the study is missing. There are mentioned too many keywords which should be precise and limited.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is a different between research article and research thesis in there write up. Need to improve this draft in many ways and in many places.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Need to add more references and that should be updated.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Language is clear but lack of coherency and harmony among the language.
	

	Optional/General comments
	· Conceptual framework need to rewrite and mention the detail about the variables/.
· Significance should be precise and limited.
· Methodology of the study need to be more clarity.
· Definition of terms should be under the heading of the literature review.
· Interviews protocol or questionnaire was adopted or adapted/ self-developed? Information is missing regarding the tool of the study.
· This research study was mixed method then how it was define the descriptive study?
· In table format should follow the APA manual. In social sciences APA is commonly follow.
· In the results of the study, why is mentioned the previous research study in the table interpretations?
· To measure the relationship which approach is used? Not mention anywhere.
· The write-up of the conclusion should me improved and variation between finding and conclusion.
· Discussion is missing.
· Mention the research objectives or research questions in the manuscript.
· Avoid the word “should” in the reommnedation of thestudy.
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	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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