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	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 study addresses a critical aspect of educational effectiveness by examining the relationship between workplace transmission approaches and response procedures among public elementary school teachers. The findings contribute to the broader discourse on teacher communication and classroom management, offering actionable insights for school administrators to enhance professional development programs. The focus on quantitative analysis strengthens the validity of the results, making it relevant for policymakers and educators aiming to improve institutional communication frameworks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate.
	

	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 but could benefit from:

1. A clearer statement of the research gap.

2. Brief mention of the theoretical framework (e.g., Miller & Friesen, 1982).

3. A succinct note on the practical implications for school administrators.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, employing appropriate methods (descriptive-correlational design, Pearson r, regression analysis). However, the Cronbach’s Alpha value for "response procedure" (0.081) appears unusually low and may indicate a typographical error (possibly 0.81?). Clarification is needed.
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	The references are recent and relevant.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication, though minor grammatical errors (e.g., "transmission" instead of "communication" in some contexts) and redundancies (e.g., "very high" repeated frequently) could be revised for conciseness.
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