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	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.


	A good manuscript investigates the relationship between quality management practices and curriculum compliance among public elementary school teachers in the Caraga North District, Division of Davao Oriental. Establishing correlationship between quality management practices (QMP) and curriculum compliance (CC). Results reveal a strong positive relationship, with all four QMP domains (leadership, strategic planning, workforce focus, operations focus) significantly influencing CC.
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	The specific review comments are as follows:

• The study is having a clear and relevant focus with Structured Methodology and Statistical Rigor. Having a strong theoretical framework with specific actionable recommendations.

• It is recommended to consolidate related ideas and streamline language to improve conciseness by avoiding repetitive ideas, especially in the Introduction, Discussion, and Recommendations sections.

• It is recommended to ensure consistent terminology aligned with the study's objectives throughout the manuscript. For example, the terminology "extent of readiness for organizational change" in the Data Analysis section, not in the the current study focus.

• It is recommended to focus the review on either the literature that directly supports or contrasts the study’s findings.

• Tables are described in the narrative recommended to visually presented in the provided document that would enhance clarity.

• While many references are provided, some citations are not fully integrated into the discussion.

This manuscript can be suitable for publication after minor revisions incorporating the recommendations.
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