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	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 holds significant importance for the scientific and educational management community as it provides a comprehensive and comparative evaluation of the three major performance management systems used in South African schools — QMS, PMDS, and WSE. By integrating theoretical frameworks such as Systems Theory and Goal Setting Theory, the study advances understanding of how institutional performance mechanisms interact across different personnel levels in education. It contributes valuable insights into the systemic challenges of policy implementation, accountability, and capacity-building within developing educational contexts. Moreover, the paper offers a foundation for future empirical research and comparative international studies on performance management frameworks in education systems worldwide.
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	While the abstract outlines the topic well, adding concise details on methodology, key findings, and implications would make it more comprehensive, balanced, and aligned with academic publication standards.
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	The language quality of the article is generally understandable and academic in tone, but it is not yet fully suitable for high-level scholarly communication without revision. The author demonstrates strong command of terminology and uses formal academic structures; however, there are noticeable issues that affect fluency, precision, and consistency.
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