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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript makes a significant addition by investigating how teacher qualifications affect the self-esteem of orphaned students in public elementary schools. It fills a research vacuum in the psychosocial elements of schooling, especially in low-resource areas like Nairobi County. The use of theoretical frameworks such as Rosenberg's Self-Esteem Theory and Self-Determination Theory deepens the conversation. The findings are important for policymakers, teacher educators, and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) working on inclusive education and emotional well-being.

 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and suitable. However, it could be more concise and intellectually engaging. Rewrite as follows: "Influence of Class Teachers' Academic Qualifications on the Self-Esteem of Orphaned Pupils in Nairobi County Public Junior Schools." This minor improvement enhances readability and precision.


	

	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 effectively sums up the objective, methodology, and significant findings. However, two modifications are recommended: Suggestion: "The study utilized a sample of 400 participants and employed chi-square analysis (χ² = 4.23, p = 0.76) to test the relationship between teacher qualifications and self-esteem."


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design, methodology, and interpretation are all sound. However, many minor technical modifications are required.

• Tables: Tables 3-5 should be uniformly numbered, named, and formatted (align values, use uniform font size, and ensure table names appear above the tables).
• Statistical Clarity: The Pearson Chi-Square test table indicates "Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) = 1.000," contradicting the narrative asserting a "significant positive correlation (p < 0.01)." This contradiction should be resolved. 


• Figure: Give a caption and text reference (e.g., "As shown in Figure 1…").


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally strong, with recent studies (2020-2023). However, there are some small improvements needed:

1. Ensure that reference formatting is consistent (some lack publication years in parenthesis).
2. Consider including at least two recent African studies (2022-2024) on teacher emotional competency and student well-being.
	

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


	The English is clear and scholarly, however there are minor style adjustments required:

• Replace informal expressions like "On the other hand" with more scholarly ones like "Conversely."
• Ensure tenses are consistent (some swings between past and present).

• Minor typographical adjustments, such as pluralizing "doctorates" in the Conclusion section to "doctoral qualifications."
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the research is well-written and empirically solid. For enhancement:

1. Include a visual summary (such as a conceptual framework figure) to demonstrate the proposed link between teacher qualifications and student self-esteem.

2. Include a brief "Limitations" section before the Recommendations, addressing concerns like as sampling limits and potential response bias.

3. Make clearer transitions between subsections (e.g., "Teacher Qualifications" and "Self-Esteem Levels") for a better narrative flow.
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