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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.


	1. The manuscript would be crucial for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into administrative decision-making and crisis management in public elementary schools, which are essential for maintaining educational stability and quality; 2. By examining how school leaders respond to crises, the study can contribute to the development of effective policies and strategies that enhance institutional resilience and student welfare; and, 3. This study serves as a foundation for further research on leadership models, educational governance, and crisis intervention methods. 
This work has the potential to inform policymakers, educators, and researchers seeking to improve administrative practices in education


	.

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Administrative Decision Making and Crisis Management in Education in Public Elementary Schools," is clear and informative, but it could be refined for better readability and impact. Here is one that I could suggest:

- "Strategic Leadership in Public Elementary Schools: Navigating Decision-Making and Crisis Management"
Or this could be a good alternative title: Strategic Leadership in Public Elementary Schools: Navigating Decision-Making and Crisis Management
	

	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.


	 This is well-structured and provides essential information about the study. However, in the recommendation portion,  the author may specify which aspects of decision-making need particular focus.
I have to subscribe with the writer’s ideas expressed in the abstract that decision-making and crisis management were "high and manifested all the time," but it could briefly describe what factors contributed to this finding or provide a more nuanced insight into the significance of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, it is scientifically structured, but it could benefit from greater precision and clarity in methodology and findings. 
The statistical tools are appropriately mentioned, but the phrasing of results (e.g., "high and manifested all the time") lacks specificity. Strengthening the explanation of key findings and their implications would enhance its scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Consider using studies from the last 5 years and cover key aspects of administrative decision-making and crisis management in education. They should add newer sources to validate & strengthen your work.
For easy online traceability, may I require the authors to attach DOIs for all journals
	

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


	The article's language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it could benefit from refinements in clarity, coherence, and formal tone. Some sentences may need restructuring to enhance readability, while certain expressions could be made more precise to align with academic standards. 
Strengthening grammatical accuracy and refining phrasing will further elevate the article’s quality for publication.
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