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	Author’s Feedback (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 is noteworthy to the scientific community as it discovers the crucial relationship between ethical climate and the quality of work life among teachers. By shedding light on how ethical surroundings affect teacher satisfaction, motivation, and overall well-being. It contributes valuable insights to the arenas of educational leadership, organizational behavior, and human resource development. The school administrators need to develop strategies that foster helpful and ethical workplace cultures, which eventually enhance teachers’ performance and student outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Ethical Climate and Quality of Work Life of Teachers in Public Elementary Schools" is fairly clear and informative, but if it is presented in this way could be more attractive 

"Exploring the Relationship Between Ethical Climate and Quality of Work Life Among Public Elementary School Teachers"
	

	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.


	Yes, this abstract is already quite strong and provides a clear overview of the study’s objective, methodology, key findings, and implications. 
It is comprehensive, but a slight revision could improve clarity, flow, and academic tone. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript covers all the major areas, but the presentation is missing. 
The flow of the paper should be

Abstract, Introduction, Statement of the problem (Missing), Review of Literature (Missing), Objectives & Hypothesis (Missing), Methodology, Analysis & Interpretation, Findings, Conclusion, Reference, 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	These are sufficient, but not connected in the paper
	

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


	Yes, the language of your article is generally clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly communication, but there are a few areas where minor improvements are needed, such as grammar, sentence structure, and word choice could enhance clarity and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is good and neatly presented. 
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