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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 paper gives important information about the strong connection between managerial culture and the growth of temporary skills among language teachers. This is a topic that hasn't been studied enough in educational research before. It adds to the worldwide conversation about school leadership and teacher development by focusing on public secondary schools in the Philippines, which is a poor country. The results show how important it is to provide a supportive administrative environment so that teachers may be more flexible, lead better, and do better work. This study is especially useful for legislators, school administrators, and educational researchers who want to improve the culture of their institutions and help teachers grow professionally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable, it tends to be straightforward and helpful.
	

	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 generally helpful, although it might be clearer and more precise. The word "provisional skills" should be quickly defined for readers who aren't familiar with it. For example, it may be described as a mix of leadership, adaptability, and motivational skills in teaching. The abstract also doesn't say anything about the study's limitations, such how it only looked at one area or how unmeasured variables might have affected the results. These are important for academic honesty. Lastly, the existing abstract closes with a strong recommendation. It would be preferable if this were framed as an implication, which would keep the focus on giving a more brief and academically fair summary of the study's scope, methods, and important findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	First, the word "provisional skills" isn't used much in educational literature, thus it should be explicitly defined and backed up by relevant academic sources. Second, the sample size is described in two different ways, with both 132 and 20 language teachers being mentioned. This is confusing and needs to be made clear. Also, the text has grammatical mistakes and confusing phrasing that can make it hard to understand. It has to be rewritten for clarity and an academic tone. Another worry is that there isn't a section on limitations. For scientific openness, it's important to recognise contextual or methodological limits. Lastly, the publication should make it clear that its correlational design does not mean that one thing causes another, so that the results are not too general. Fixing these things will make the manuscript far more scientifically sound and easy to read.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the sources seem to be unpublished dissertations or don't have clear publishing information Ex: Brown, R. R. (2025). Lessons From The Arena: Fragments of My Journey Through Leadership, Conflict, and Culture in Higher Education (Doctoral dissertation, Miami University), which could make the paper less scientific. These should be changed or backed up with peer-reviewed journal articles from well-known academic databases. Also, the reference list doesn't include important theoretical works on organisational culture and leadership, like those by Schein or Bass and Avolio, which could make the conceptual framework stronger. There are also problems with how the citations are formatted and how complete they are, which need to be fixed for academic rigour. Lastly, while focusing on local and regional research makes the paper more relevant to its setting, including a few high-impact international sources would make it more appealing to a wider audience and place its conclusions in a worldwide educational perspective.
	

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


	The article's writing is mostly clear, but it doesn't meet the standards for academic writing. The writing is less clear and professional since it has a lot of grammatical mistakes, sentences that don't flow well, and words that don't always mean the same thing. Some phrases, such "the reality in the field" and "maximise learning," are either too ambiguous or too casual, and concepts regularly jump from one to the next without warning, which makes the whole thing less coherent. The tone also sometimes strays from the formal, objective approach that is common in academic writing. A full language rewrite is suggested to make sure the piece satisfies publication requirements. This should include fixing grammar, improving vocabulary, and making sure the sections flow better together.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper talks about a topic that is important and timely, and it has a defined study goal and a well-organised method. The study's attention on the connection between administrative culture and provisional skills among language teachers is an important part of educational leadership and teacher development. But the manuscript needs a lot of work to make it better for academic use. The language is mostly understandable, although it has grammatical mistakes, poor wording, and informal phrases that make the ideas less clear and less powerful. Also, the flow of thoughts needs to be better because the changes from one part or paragraph to the next are sometimes too sudden. Making the article more coherent, improving the academic tone, and making sure that the formatting and citations are all the same would make it much easier to read and more valuable as a scholarly work. With proper editing and review, the paper could add something important to the topic of education.
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