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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is important because it provides a locally validated framework for understanding teacher support, classroom climate, and school services within Ghana’s basic education system. Such context-specific psychometric work is still limited in the region, so the study helps address a clear empirical gap. By offering a reliable six-factor model, it gives researchers and policymakers a stronger foundation for evaluating learning environments and guiding educational improvements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Teacher Support, Professionalism, and School Climate: An Exploratory Factor Analytic Approach to Learning Environment Quality” accurately reflects the core focus of the study. It captures the key constructs examined (teacher support, professionalism, school climate) and clearly signals the methodological approach (EFA), which matches the content of the manuscript.

If an alternative is preferred:
“Validating a Multidimensional Model of Teacher–Student and School Environment Interactions in Ghana’s Basic Education System.”


	

	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 is generally comprehensive. It clearly states the purpose of the study, describes the sample, presents the analytical methods used (EFA, reliability analysis), and summarizes the key findings, including factor structure, reliability values, and the practical significance of the validated model. It also ends with a clear statement of contribution to policy and practice.

Suggested improvements (short and precise):

· The abstract is slightly dense; trimming some methodological detail (e.g., exact reliability ranges or factor percentages) would improve readability without losing essential information.

· Adding one explicit sentence that clarifies the contextual need for a Ghana-specific validated instrument would strengthen the motivation.

· The keywords are appropriate, but adding “Ghana” or “sub-Saharan Africa” may increase discoverability for regional studies.

No deletions are strictly necessary, but light compression would make the abstract more fluent and accessible.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodological steps—parallel analysis, minimum residual extraction, oblimin rotation, and reliability estimation using both Cronbach’s alpha and McDonald’s omega—are appropriate for exploratory psychometric validation. The reporting of sample size, factor retention criteria, item loadings, and variance explained is consistent with accepted standards in educational measurement. The interpretations of the six-factor structure are logical and align with the data presented.

The only minor limitation is the low reliability of the refined IQE scale, which the authors openly acknowledge. Apart from this, the analyses and conclusions are well supported by the results, and no major scientific errors are evident.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains a strong and up-to-date reference list, with the majority of sources published between 2021 and 2025. This aligns well with current expectations for recency in educational psychology and measurement studies. The references also cover relevant domains such as teacher–student relationships, classroom climate, psychometric validation, and Ghanaian educational research.

Suggestions for improvement (optional):

· Because the study uses EFA and parallel analysis, including one or two foundational methodological references—such as Costello & Osborne (2005) or Fabrigar & Wegener (2012)—could further strengthen the methodological grounding.

· A more explicit link to African or sub-Saharan psychometric validation studies, even if few, could highlight regional relevance.

· Adding one or two global references on school climate frameworks (e.g., Thapa et al., 2013) might broaden the theoretical background, though the current list is already adequate.

Overall, the reference list is sufficient, recent, and well aligned with the study’s objectives.


	

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


	Tthe overall English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, coherent, and uses appropriate academic tone throughout. Key sections—introduction, methods, results, and discussion—are well structured and free from major grammatical issues. A few sentences are slightly long or dense, but they do not impede understanding. With only minor stylistic polishing, the language fully meets the expectations of an academic journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, methodologically robust, and contributes valuable, context-specific psychometric evidence to the field. The analysis is sound, the writing is clear, and the findings are meaningful for both researchers and policymakers. A few minor areas—such as tightening the abstract, slightly refining language flow, and addressing the low reliability of the IQE subscale—keep it just below the “accept as it is” threshold, but it remains a strong, publishable piece with minimal revision.
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