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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study contributes to the scientific understanding of teacher evaluation by highlighting its dual role in identifying weaknesses and fostering professional development.
The findings help policymakers and education stakeholders design fairer and more effective evaluation systems that balance accountability with professional support.

	

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

	Yes, it is.
	

	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.

	This abstract in fairly informative but could benefit from a clearer articulation of the study’s significance, methodology details, and a stronger conclusion. Adding a sentence about the study’s contribution to existing literature would make more robust.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	This manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its general premise, methodology, and findings. However, its scientific rigor could be improved by providing more details on data analysis, acknowledging limitations, and clarifying key concepts.
	

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

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

	The language is mostly appropriate for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from minor grammatical corrections, improved clarity, and more concise phrasing. A thorough proofreading or professional language review could enhance readability and precision.

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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