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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
[bookmark: _GoBack]
	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 addresses a highly relevant and enduring issue in educational research, namely the relationship between school climate, school culture, and academic achievement. By grounding the analysis in Social Identity Theory and applying structural equation modelling (SEM) to data from Zambian secondary schools, the study makes a valuable contribution to both theoretical and empirical literature, particularly in Global South educational contexts, which remain underrepresented in mainstream research. The comparative focus on government versus grant‑aided schools further enhances the manuscript’s relevance for policymakers and educational leaders seeking context‑sensitive improvement strategies.

“The study explicitly situates itself within Social Identity Theory, linking school environment to collective identity and academic success.” (Abstract)

“The comparative findings between government and grant‑aided schools highlight structural differences with direct policy implications.” (Results section. PP. 8-9)

“The manuscript translates empirical findings into actionable recommendations for policymakers and school leaders.” (Implications section. P.10)
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, accurate, and appropriate. It effectively reflects the core variables (school climate, school culture, academic success) and clearly signals the theoretical framework (Social Identity Theory). The title also matches the quantitative and explanatory nature of the study.

“The framing of school climate and culture aligns directly with the constructs named in the title.” ( Introduction. PP.13-14)

“The operationalisation of climate, culture, and achievement reflects the conceptual scope announced in the title.” (Methodology Section. PP.6-7)

“The interpretation of findings consistently returns to the three elements highlighted in the title.” (Discussion section. PP. 9-10)

	

	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 well-structured and comprehensive, covering the research aim, theoretical grounding, methodology, sample, analytical technique, and key findings. It successfully communicates the contribution of the study in a concise manner.

The purpose of examining relationships among climate, culture, and achievement is clearly stated.

The use of SEM and a sample of 304 teachers from 12 schools is transparently reported.

Key results, including mediation effects, are clearly summarized and later elaborated in the Results section.

The abstract could be slightly strengthened by explicitly mentioning the comparative dimension (government vs. grant‑aided schools) earlier, as this is a central feature of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.


	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The research design, sampling procedure, data collection, and analytical approach are appropriate for the stated research questions. The use of SEM is justified, and the interpretation of direct and mediating effects is consistent with established quantitative research standards. 

The use of a self‑administered questionnaire and justification for SEM are clearly explained. (Methodology section. PP. 6-7)

Path coefficients and significance levels are interpreted accurately and cautiously. (Results section. PP. 8-9)

The discussion of school culture as a mediator is consistent with the statistical evidence presented. (Mediation Analysis. P. 9)

	

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


	The references are appropriate, relevant, and sufficient for the scope of the study. Foundational literature on school climate, school culture, and Social Identity Theory is well represented. The manuscript also demonstrates engagement with recent empirical studies in education.

Classical and contemporary works on school climate and culture are effectively synthesised. (Introduction. PP. 14-15)

Social Identity Theory is supported by well-established references. (Theoretical Framework. P. 15)
Empirical findings are interpreted in relation to existing international research. (Discussion Section. PP. 9-10)

A slightly stronger inclusion of recent African or Global South–focused studies could further contextualise the findings.


	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in clear, formal, and generally accurate academic English. The argumentation is coherent, terminology is used consistently, and the text is accessible to an international scholarly audience.

The language is concise and appropriately technical. (For example in Abstract)

Concepts are clearly defined and logically sequenced. (For example in Introduction)

Interpretations are articulated clearly and cautiously. (For example in Discussion)

A light copy‑editing pass could further improve sentence conciseness in some longer paragraphs.

	

	Optional/General comments



	A notable strength of this manuscript is its context‑sensitive comparative design and its theoretical grounding in Social Identity Theory, which allows for a deeper understanding of how collective perceptions and shared meanings within schools influence academic outcomes. The mediation analysis adds analytical depth and strengthens the explanatory power of the study. The paper would benefit slightly from a more explicit discussion of limitations and future research directions, particularly regarding generalisability beyond the Kabwe District.

	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

No ethical issues are identified. The study involves survey data from teachers and follows standard ethical research practices.




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


	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?

No competing interest issues are identified.
	
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.

No plagiarism is suspected.
	
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	“I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”




	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9) *
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5






	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
The manuscript is methodologically sound, theoretically grounded, and publishable. Minor revisions related to abstract emphasis, contextual referencing, and stylistic refinement would further enhance its quality.
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