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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

 This study mainly proposed to determine the level of teachers' leadership behavior and 
teacher professionalism.   

 This study adopted correlational method which is appropriate. 
 The findings imply that effective leadership among teachers is associated with a high 

level of professionalism.  
 

 

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

 

Yes.  

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 needs to be revised to include the following details: Purpose, 
Design/Methodology/Approach, Findings, and Conclusion in a clear, precise, and respective 
manner.  
The sentence revealing the number of respondents is awkward. Clarify and correct the number 
of respondents.   
 

Please write simple sentences and avoid long or run on sentences. 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

It does not look perfectly appropriate. It lacks literature section with review of related theories 
and relevant empirical studies. Add a separate section of literature review and please highlight 
the research gap.  
Enlist the major theories and terminologies in this section.   
There is no clear subsection for the selection criteria of the respondents.  Provide all the details 
about participants in a table.   
It sounds better to separate result and discussions sections.  
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

 
1. The manuscript is important for scientific community. 
2. The title is appropriate.  
3. The abstract of the article seems comprehensive. It would be good to concise the 

conclusion and result part.  
4. Literature review is missing latest literature and related theoretical underpinnings.   
5. It lacks some scientific rigor; it also does not follow certain methodological procedures. 

Sample selection criteria is not included. 
 

 

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

The references are not sufficient. Researcher can consult to add many recent literature.  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Language does not sound weak for scholarly communication, however, needs minute 
proofreading with rephrasing.  
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Need to include a brief theoretical underpinning in literature review. 
-Sampling and instruments should be written clearly. How were the respondents selected?  
- Discussion is made less relevant with other similar studies. Try to discuss your study findings 
with more key studies. 

 

 
 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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