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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Isthe manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Isthetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form.

Mwmwwl ditional ™

It is important to know the relationship of classroom leadership communication
capabilities and communal interface of teachers.

The title should be: The relationship of classroom leadership communication
capabilities and communal interface of teachers in public elementary schools.

The abstract is comprehensive, but contradicts the research results.
The manuscript should contain a hypothesis
Yes, if the title is changed as number 2 above.

Sufficient.

Minor REVISION comments

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

English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications

ional neral comments

In the abstract it says there was significant relationship between the level of

communication capabilities and communal interface of teachers hence, there is
rejection of null hypothesis. This contradicts the results of the analysis and

conclusions that state there is no significant relationship between the level of

leadership communication capabilities and communal interface hence, there is
acceptance of null hypothesis. Please revise the abstract according to the research
results.

This research tests the hypothesis, so it must write the hypothesis sentence to be
tested.

In Tables 1 and 2 there are Descriptive Equivalents. There needs to be an explanation of
the criteria for determining the Descriptive Equivalent:

High =...- ...
Moderate = ... - ...

The sentences in the paragraphs below Table 1 and Table 2 should not be sentences
explaining the meaning of the table contents, but explanations of the meaning of each
item value.
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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)

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Jafriansen Damanik

Department, University & Country

Universitas Indraprasta PGRI, Indonesia

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




