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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 significantly contributes to the increasing number of literature on educational management and teacher performance through linking workplace professionalism with service efficacy among public elementary school teachers. This research is relevant for policymakers and administrators to foster productive educational environment. The localized context of this study adds value, but by some margin the theoretical innovation of this research is limited.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is clear and accurately reflect the variables and population if this study. However, study area could be incorporated somehow into the title.
	

	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 adequately comprehensive. Objectives, Methodology and findings are well summarized in the abstract. However, minor redundancy and less conciseness are seen in the abstract. Excessive interpretation should be removed and some of the explanatory sentences can be shortened.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with proper synchronization of research objectives with research design, methodology and data analysis. The use of regression and correlation is well justified. However, the methodology and results sections should be refined a little with proper phrasing and paragraph structure. Moreover, the discussion part should provide a little more critical engagement.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are satisfactorily sufficient with enough amount of recent citation. However, citation like Bandera (1986) could be replaced with some recent one.
	

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


	The language is readable, but moderate proofreading and editing are suggested. Noticeable grammatical errors and some inconsistent use of tense is noticed throughout the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Finding section and Results and Discussion section are somewhat overlaps each other and makes it redundant. 
Theoretical Framework part should be more strongly sketched. Ethical considerations are well addressed. 

Minor revision in the grammatical aspects, proper phrasing and critical discussion is required.
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