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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.

	The study reveals deep insights on handling critical issues that revolves around teachers’ professional growth and retention with particular reference  to those serving in underserved contexts, where locale isolation and crises-affected areas becomes inevitable factors of exclusivity. The novel idea of bridging such existing gaps in teacher professional development and retention capacity through transformative extant policies and advocacy that leverages on “Learning Action Cells” (LACs) as an “Educational Technology” (ET) to foster teachers’ collaboration, networks, and reflective discussions of individual and collective experiences becomes both relevant and strategic in addressing contemporary issues confronting sustainable education advocacy. 
	

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

	
The title of the article is considered articulate and suitable to addressing the highlighted trends.
	

	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 comprehensive to the extend of including the suggested information: Please include the sampling technigue(s), sample size, methods of instrument validation and reliability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript contains a clear statement of the research problem and followed through a systematic and cohererent approaches of investigation by carefully exploring extant literature, theory and philosophical frameworks in tackling the identified and stated problem. To this end, the manuscript is considered to be scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are to some extent sufficient and recent given the nature of approach the researcher adopted in this study. Analysis of the references is detailed as follows: A total of 28 references were cited, and out of it, 16 representing 57.14% are up-to-date, while 12 representing 42.86% are stale, but still relevant to the study.
	

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

	
The language/English is of quality and suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments

	My general comments about the manuscript are:
1. Most of the ideas presented in the study are repeatedly overflogged. I suggest that the author(s) should streamline the presentation of ideas to conform with the following research conventions; 
-Issues that concerns methodology should be strictly handled at the methodology section. 
-The literature review should follow a sequence of conceptual, theoretical, and empirical reviews organize according to the sub-frames by which they are reviewed. 
2. The methodology of the study is too long, so I suggest an abridged form containing only the necessary information. Repeating of ideas should be avoided. 
3. Consider the reviewers’s comments made directly on the manuscript to do some highlighted editorials on the manuscript.
	



	PART  2: 


	
	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? 

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