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	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 study proves collaborative climates boost teachers' connection to their schools. Findings offer schools practical ways to strengthen teamwork and leadership support. The research advances theories on workplace engagement in education. Results help improve teacher retention and school effectiveness worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable—it clearly reflects the study’s focus on collaborative climate and organizational identification among elementary teachers. No revision needed.
	

	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 clear and comprehensive. For minor improvement, specify the correlation value when mentioning the "significant positive relationship" (e.g., "r = 0.68, p < 0.01") to strengthen the statistical clarity. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound but should clarify the sampling method (e.g., how randomization was ensured in the lottery/fishbowl technique) for full transparency. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, with a good mix of recent and foundational sources. No major additions are needed.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but minor revisions are suggested for clarity:

1. Syntax/Flow: Some sentences are overly long or complex (e.g., "Schools that institutionalize collaboration through mentorship programs..."). Break into shorter, clearer statements.

2. Precision: Replace vague phrases like "strong influence" with specific metrics (e.g., "β = 0.82, *p* < 0.01").
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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