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	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.


	I read the whole manuscripts, Although I have dropped all my comments in the document for the Author to work with. I ensured I put all my comments line by line to help better shape the article. This manuscript adds value to current conversations on teacher professional development by focusing on a school-based model in a low-income context. It highlights how targeted training can shape classroom practices, improve teacher capacity, and influence student outcomes. The study also provides practical evidence from Tanzania, contributing insights that may inform both national and international education strategies. Its findings can support policymakers, school administrators, and researchers in designing more responsive and context-sensitive training programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Exploring the Role of School-Based Training on Teaching Productivity among Teachers in Public Primary Schools at Morogoro Municipal, Tanzania”, is clear but wordy. It can be made more concise and academic.

A suitable alternative could be:

“School-Based Training and Teaching Productivity in Public Primary Schools in Morogoro Municipality, Tanzania.”

Author should please see my comments on the paper for better understanding.
	

	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 covers the study’s purpose, theoretical grounding, methods, key findings, and recommendations, which gives it a solid base. However, it can be improved for clarity and impact. For better explanation, Author should please see my comments on the paper for better understanding.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Well, what I can say is that the manuscript is scientifically structured, but not entirely consistent in its presentation. The research questions are clear, and the mixed-method design aligns with the stated objectives. The findings also connect well with the theoretical framework. However, there are areas that require improvement to meet strong scientific standards. The methodology needs clearer explanation of procedures, sampling. Several parts of the analysis contain awkward or imprecise language that could obscure the results. Some citations and references also need correction to align with APA 7th edition. Above all, the scientific foundation is sound, but the paper would benefit from greater precision, clearer structure, and improved language.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cover a wide geographical scope and include both global and regional sources, which strengthens the foundation of the manuscript. Several key works are relevant to professional development, teacher capacity building, and student learning outcomes. However, there are notable gaps. In short, the reference list is adequate in number but needs more recent and fully detailed sources to bring the manuscript up to current scholarly standards.


	

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


	No, the language quality is not yet suitable for scholarly publication. The manuscript contains frequent grammatical errors, tense inconsistencies, and awkward phrasing. Several sentences are long and unclear, which affects readability and precision. However, looking at the overall structure of ideas, it is sound, but the language needs careful editing to improve clarity, tone, and academic flow. With thorough language revision, including proper grammar, punctuation, and sentence tightening, the manuscript could meet scholarly communication standards.


	

	Optional/General comments


	In generally, please allow the Author to see all my feedback comments on the article, I went line by line reviewing the article.
The manuscript addresses an important issue in education, focusing on school-based professional development in a low-income context. The topic is relevant and timely, and the research questions are well aligned with the study design. However, there are major issues with language clarity, structure, reference formatting, and incomplete ethical information. The methodology and analysis also need refinement for stronger scientific credibility.
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