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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 is valuable to the scientific community as it provides empirical evidence that teacher professional development strongly predicts innovative teaching practices. Grounded in transformational leadership theory, the study offers both theoretical and practical insights for improving instructional quality. Its findings highlight the need for well-structured development programs, contributing to global discussions on enhancing teaching effectiveness in primary education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I recommend going with something concise yet academically strong, such as:
“Teacher Professional Development as a Predictor of Innovative Teaching Practices in Primary Schools”

Comment for improvise the title due to: a concise and academically strong title such as “Teacher Professional Development as a Predictor of Innovative Teaching Practices in Primary Schools” is recommended, as it clearly reflects the study’s focus, highlights the predictive relationship, and aligns with journal preferences, while the specific location can be detailed in the abstract or keywords.
	

	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 as it presents the study’s purpose, framework, methods, findings, and recommendations. It clearly shows the strong link between professional development and innovative teaching, supported by solid statistical evidence. However, it could be improved by briefly noting the research gap, reducing technical detail, and highlighting broader policy or global implications. Overall, it is well-structured and informative, with minor refinements needed for greater clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the abstract is scientifically correct, with clear objectives, appropriate methods, and well-reported results. The only limitation is that the cross-sectional design shows association and prediction but not causation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Everything is fine, but for greater effectiveness, the references should mainly come from the last five years to ensure the study is based on the latest research and discussions. Incorporating recent sources will enhance the manuscript’s relevance, show awareness of current developments in teacher professional development and innovative teaching, and meet standard publication expectations.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Ok and no issues. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Ok and no issues.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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