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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 study contributes empirical evidence of the quantitative data regarding the relationship between classroom practices and stakeholder engagement or collaboration. 
· Its findings are practical in way that inform school managers, teacher development, policy makers and parents as stakeholders for the improvement of collaboration in education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is suitable. However, it can be somewhat refined to be clearer and maintain academic tone: Measuring the relationship between classroom practices and stakeholder collaboration: A descriptive correlational study
	

	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. However, the opening statement could be strengthened in a way that will improve its readability: This study examined the relationship between classroom provision practices and stakeholders' collaboration through the descriptive correlational design. 

· Furthermore, there is no specific sampling technique in the abstract which reduces the credibility of the study. The author should inform the readers on how the population was sampled to improve clarity and scientific value of the study.
· The issue of limitation, the abstract could highlight that the study is limited to Lupon District, which also affect the generalisability of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, some elements of the structure are missing, for instance, there is no literature review, the problem statement does not clearly outline the actual problem of the study, even in the manuscript. 
· The study indicates the significance instead of the problem and research questions under the section of problem statement. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The cited references are sufficient. However, there are claims which were not backed up by sources in the text, for instance, sentences 2 in paragraph 1 and 3 in paragraph 2 and the whole of paragraph 3, the claims and arguments are not supported by sources.
	

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


	· The language/English is suitable for the academic tone or scholarly communications. However, most of the sentences were unnecessarily repeated and too long, for instance, sentences in paragraphs 5 and 6 of the introduction.
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