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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.
	The topic is relevant and will significantly contribute to the general body of educational knowledge. It will significantly impact the management of educators in focusing on the important variables that influences teacher and student engagement. The article was well researched and details were appropriately provided.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The topic is appropriate and suitable
	

	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 comprehensive and adequately represented the details of the research
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in the sense that mean, correlation and multiple regression was used to analyse the data. Being that the dependent and independent variables had several dimensions, it was appropriate to use multiple regression.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. It was well done
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	Details of the participants of the study was not given. For example, the years of experience, the marital status of the teachers which can influence the outcome of the study. Granted that all respondents were above three years work experience, there would have been a detailed explanation of how years of experience influenced the concept of the study. 

It is possible that the researcher intentionally did not focus on that aspect and focused on the areas of interest of the study which is understandable.

Generally speaking, this was a great work done. The researcher paid attention to details, reported all statistical analysis conducted in the study. The work is an excellent job well done.
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