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PART  1: Comments 
 
	 
	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 provides a highly valuable contribution to the discourse on teacher professional development (TPD), especially through a practice-based lens. By investigating how professional sharing activities foster reflective practice, pedagogical innovation, and professional identity in teachers, the study addresses a timely and relevant issue in global education. The research is grounded in a concrete context (Hong Kong) but has wide relevance for educational systems aiming to strengthen collaborative learning cultures. Its implications are applicable to policymakers, school leaders, and educational researchers seeking sustainable models for TPD grounded in authentic teaching practice. 
	 

	Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 
	Yes. The title clearly communicates the subject matter and approach of the study. No changes are necessary. 
	 

	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. 
 
	Mostly yes. The abstract presents a strong overview of the study, its methodology, findings, and recommendations. However, it would be even more comprehensive if it briefly listed the types of sharing activities or examples (e.g., academic conferences, workshops) and clarified the qualitative nature of the data analysis. 
	 

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The manuscript is methodologically sound, theoretically informed, and coherently structured. The arguments are logically developed, and the use of teacher narratives strengthens the practical significance of the findings. Despite its qualitative and practice-based nature, the study maintains scientific rigor through systematic reflection and triangulation of sources. 
	 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form. 
	Yes. The references are both recent and highly relevant (mostly from 2021–2024). The author may consider adding comparative references related to teacher learning communities in other East Asian or European contexts to broaden the comparative potential. 
	 

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications? 
 
	Yes. The English is clear, academic, and stylistically consistent throughout the manuscript. Minor edits may improve clarity or reduce sentence length in some sections, but overall it meets scholarly standards. 
	 

	Optional/General comments 
 
	This is a well-organized, thoughtful article that merges theory and practice effectively. The integration of teacher voices through reflective narratives offers unique insight into how professional sharing transforms pedagogical practice and identity. The manuscript is of interest to an international readership concerned with authentic, reflective teacher development. A few additions in the abstract and slightly expanded contextual comparisons would enhance its impact. 
	 


 




 
	[bookmark: _Hlk156057704][bookmark: _Hlk156057883]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	





Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk201141473]Marcos Rogerio Martins Costa, Universidade Estadual de Goiás, Brazil






 
[bookmark: _GoBack] 
Created by: DR 	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM 	    	Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 
Created by: DR 	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM 	    	Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 
Created by: DR 	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM 	    	Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 
