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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.


	Your manuscript provides valuable insights into how the study examines the impact of automation adoption on remote education among public elementary school teachers, highlighting institutional support and technological readiness as key predictors. 

It also suggests improvements in pedagogical integration and highlights the localised challenges in Baganga District, which may be useful for other developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title lacks accuracy and has various grammatical errors. It is not proper to say "Automation Adoption as Predictors". Furthermore, important factors like institutional support and technical preparedness are not reflected in the title. Think about changing it to: "The Role of Automation Adoption in Shaping Remote Education Readiness Among Public Elementary School Teachers" or perhaps "Predictive Influence of Automation Adoption on Remote Education Among Public Elementary School Teachers"
	

	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 study's goals, methods, participants, statistical instruments, main conclusions, and implications are all well covered in your abstract. However, its organisation and clarity should be enhanced.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall structure and technique of the manuscript appear to be in line with scientific principles.
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	Yes, the references are current and sufficient 
	

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


	The language in the manuscript is understandable but contains grammatical errors and awkward phrasing that detract from clarity and professionalism.
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	The manuscript has potential scientific value, but the author(s) are encouraged to revise the manuscript thoroughly, clarifying concepts, improving academic writing.
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