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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.


	The article is an interesting topic that explores important issues which will be highly beneficial to its field. It investigates a range of variables related to creativity and innovation among teachers in public schools. The study also develops a model that could be highly beneficial for headteachers and policymakers.
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The study is an interesting topic, however there are a few comments that needs to be addressed. There should be two sections: the introduction and the literature review; hypotheses development. In addition, the research gap is not clearly presented. The researcher should therefore include a clear and well‑defined research gap in the introduction section. 

The article should clearly indicate the sources of all figures and tables to ensure transparency and academic integrity. In addition, the hypotheses need to be presented in a scientific and systematic structure rather than written in paragraph form.

The methodology section is overly detailed, which affects the balance of the paper and contributes to making the article excessively long. As a result, the paper reads more like a thesis than a journal article.

Furthermore, the article requires a dedicated discussion section, along with stronger evidence to support the study’s findings. Both theoretical and practical implications should also be included to highlight the study’s contribution to the field and its relevance for practitioners.
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