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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Nowadays many institutions face a similar problem to the one presented in the manuscript, and this will be growing problem. Even though this might not be the best or most feasible solution for other institutions, it will prove really helpful to them to find the one that best suits their needs. Apart from that, the fact that it focuses on Chinese schools makes it even more interesting, as not much is known about education issues of this country.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It seems so. It might be made a bit shorter by omitting the names of the schools, but the current title is fine
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive as it covers the different parts of the manuscript. There are some minor mistakes as regards its wording. But apart from that, it is a good abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As regards the layout, the ‘Literature review’ section is confusing as it is divided into several subsections, which correspond to the different models analysed in this section. Apart from this, there are no references in this section, at least in a scientific manner.
The only references that are mentioned in the manuscript appear in the ‘Results & Discussion” section.

This is something that has to be improved so that it can be considered a scientific research paper.

It is also worth mentioning that in the statistic results of the research questions - rather than objectives - the research question should not appear as reported speech with the question -without any quotation marks. As well as this the sentence ‘The respondents had the following to say’ does not sound very scientific. Something like ‘The results to research question number 2 can be seen in chart 4’, for example.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	As mentioned above, there are no references in the ‘Literature review section’ only 5 references in the ‘results & discussion section’.
The number of references seems fine as long as they are mentioned in the manuscript. 

In the reference section, the references do not appear in alphabetical order. Besides, the conventions of how to write the references depending on whether they are journal articles, books, etc. What I mean here is that the use of italics must be carefully revised.
	

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


	Generally speaking, it is reasonably acceptable. Having said that, some types of recurrent errors and mistakes are identified throughout the manuscript. For example,
· Punctuation must be revised.

· In some cases word order is wrong.

· Sometimes the wrong word or term is used. An example of this is the use of the wrong word because it is a homophone of the one that must be used, e.g., ‘fare’ instead of fear.

· Sometimes the subject-verb agreement is not correct. If the subject is singular, the verb has to be used in the singular, and when there is a multiple or compound subject, the verb has to be plural.

· When discussing the results, most of the research questions are not reported indirectly and when they are, sometimes the verb appears in the wrong position.

· Sometimes a wrong preposition is used after a verb, adjective, etc.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript seems really interesting and it will be useful once the deficiencies indicated are solved or improved.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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