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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study is interesting and will be able to contribute to the literature. The research followed the scientific methods of inquiry, which were displayed in the abstract to the discussion. The literature established a gap, and the current study addressed this gap. However, some issues must be addressed as they reduce the quality of the science in the study. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	No
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript generally followed the scientific method. However, the study excluded a detailed description of the instrument and how the concepts would be measured, and no description was given of how the qualitative aspect of the study would be analysed. Additionally, the qualitative element articulated in the abstract was not present in the findings section of the survey. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes. Additionally, I made some grammatical corrections to the manuscript so the English quality issue is adequately addressed. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	I recommend the author use the modified document to make the necessary corrections to the work.

The author needs to address the following:

1. A detailed description of the instrument as well as the operationalisation of the key concepts, such as teacher appraisal

2. Detail how the qualitative aspect of the study will be analysed

3. Include the qualitative aspect in each hypothesis

A conclusion is needed. The author summarises the findings, which does not constitute a conclusion for the study.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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