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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.


	The article describes the relationship between rating of teachers performance and performance of learners.The findings revealed that the higher the teachers performance the better the student performance. Hence institutions should rate their teachers to determine their level of performance.   The article also informs that the level of teacher attainment (qualification) influences teacher performance. Hence educators should encourage teachers to upgrade to higher levels in their units.Countries should enact policies which require teachers to attain high qualifications in their units.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. The two variables spelt out in the title have been well addressed in the content. And the relationship between the two variables have been addressed.
	

	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.


	Various aspects of the abstract has been catered for such as the topic, main objective, design, findings, and recommendations.

However, the following should be included; population, sample,, data collection meth and instrument, validity and reliability. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct since the author used scientific approach to do the study. The design is appropriate, data collection instrument, methods of analysis, ethical concerns spelt out.

The descriptive statistics have been well presented and interpreted. The interpretation has followed the guide indicated  by the researcher.

Both hypotheses were answered.

The inferential statistics were as well well interpreted by the researcher. All the aspects of correlation were brought out clearly. That is the strength, the direction, and the significance .

The conclusion is appropriate because it is based on findings in chapter four and the two hypotheses. 

However some aspects are missing like validity and reliability, and recommendations which should be addressed.


	

	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.

However, reference number 5 and reference number 23 are in capital letters. They should follow the same norm like the rest.


	

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


	The language is appropriate. The grammar, sentence structure and punctuation are well done. The language depicts report form.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Generally, the article is good and meets all the required aspect of scientific paper. The author should address the recommended areas of improvement.
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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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