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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 an important contribution to the scientific community by addressing a significant gap in the existing literature and offering fresh insights supported by empirical evidence. It enriches academic discussions within its field through a multidisciplinary approach, combining theoretical perspectives with practical implications. The study’s findings not only advance scholarly understanding but also provide valuable guidance for practitioners and policymakers. 
Overall, it promotes the development of evidence-based strategies and opens new directions for future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative Title Suggestion:

“Exploring the Impact of Teachers’ Professional Competence on Students’ Academic Achievement: A Pedagogical Perspective”

This version adds specificity (“impact” and “pedagogical perspective”) and signals the research relationship more explicitly, making it more engaging for academic readers.
	

	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 of the article is informative and well-structured, but it can be improved for clarity, conciseness, and academic depth.

Here are my suggestions:

1. Add a clear purpose statement – Begin with one sentence explicitly stating why the study was conducted and what research gap it addresses.

2. Include methodological details – Briefly specify the research design (qualitative/quantitative/mixed), sample size, and data collection tools.

3. Clarify the main findings – Present the key results in one or two sentences rather than general statements.

4. Highlight practical implications – End with how the findings contribute to educational practice or policy.

5. Avoid redundancy – Remove repeated words such as “important,” “significant,” or “effective” if they appear multiple times without adding precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically sound and logically consistent in its structure, theoretical background, and interpretation of results. However, to strengthen its scientific rigor, a few improvements are recommended:

1. Cite more recent and peer-reviewed sources (preferably from the last 5 years) to ensure the literature base reflects current developments.

2. Clarify the research methodology - include details such as sampling techniques, instruments’ reliability/validity, and statistical analysis methods.

3. Support conclusions with data -ensure that each major claim in the discussion is directly linked to quantitative or qualitative findings.

4. Add limitations -mentioning study limitations enhances scientific transparency and credibility.

Overall, the manuscript demonstrates a good scientific foundation and can achieve publication standards with these minor revisions.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed in the manuscript are partially sufficient but could be updated and expanded to strengthen the study’s academic grounding.

Here are some suggestions:

1. Recency: Several sources appear to be older than five years. Adding more recent studies (2020–2024) would enhance the manuscript’s relevance and show awareness of current research trends.

2. Variety: Include a mix of international and regional sources from reputable journals indexed in Scopus or Web of Science.

3. Recommended Additions:

Hattie, J. (2021). Visible Learning: The Sequel. Routledge.

Darling-Hammond, L., & Bransford, J. (2020). Preparing Teachers for a Changing World. Jossey-Bass.

OECD (2023). Teaching and Learning International Survey (TALIS) Insights on Teachers’ Professional Development. OECD Publishing.

Day, C., & Gu, Q. (2022). Resilient Teachers, Resilient Schools. Routledge.

By integrating these or similar up-to-date references, the paper will demonstrate stronger engagement with contemporary pedagogical and educational psychology research.

	

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


	The English language quality of the article is generally understandable and conveys the intended meaning, but it requires moderate editing to reach the level expected in scholarly publications.

Here are specific observations:

1. Grammar and Syntax: Some sentences are lengthy or contain minor grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., missing articles or prepositions).

2. Academic Tone: Phrasing can be made more formal by replacing conversational expressions with scholarly terms (e.g., “important” - “significant,” “shows” - “demonstrates”).

3. Coherence: A few paragraphs could be restructured to improve logical flow between ideas.

4. Proofreading: A final language check by a native or professional academic editor would ensure fluency and publication readiness.

In summary, the manuscript’s language is adequate but would benefit from refinement for clarity, precision, and academic tone before submission to an international journal.

	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments:

The manuscript presents an interesting and relevant contribution to the field, addressing a topic that holds both theoretical and practical importance. The research question is clearly defined, and the findings have potential implications for improving educational practices and teacher development. 

However, the paper would benefit from minor revisions in structure, language, and referencing to enhance academic rigor. Strengthening the literature review with more recent sources, clarifying the methodology, and refining the conclusion to emphasize broader implications will further improve the overall quality and impact of the study.
Strengths: Relevant topic, clear objectives, and meaningful findings with potential practical implications.

Areas for improvement: Language polishing, inclusion of more recent references, and expanded methodological clarity.

With minor revisions, it has strong potential for publication in an academic journal.
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