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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	1. The article explores very critical topic - Work-Life Fulfillment and Quality of Educational Practices Among Public Secondary School Teachers.
2. It has used empirical data using validated instruments and rigorous statistical analysis, adding credibility and depth to the findings.

3. The study highlights the importance of teacher well-being, suggesting that enhancing work-life balance, recognition, and health can significantly improve instructional quality.

4. Its implications are highly relevant for educational policymakers, administrators, and teacher development programs aiming to improve both educator satisfaction and student learning outcomes.

5. Another interesting observation is that the research promotes a more holistic and sustainable approach to educational improvement by integrating psychological well-being with professional effectiveness.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the article is suitable and very apt.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is generally comprehensive. It clearly outlines the purpose, methodology, key findings, statistical tools used, and recommendations. However, a few suggestions can enhance clarity and focus:
1. The article clearly states the research objective and methodology
2. It summarizes the major findings.

3. It offers practical recommendations for school administration

4. The abstract would be more effective if it included the specific domains of each variable, introduce the sample size and study location earlier for context, avoid repetitive phrasing like “enhance work-life fulfillment” and “strengthen work-life balance,” and replaced generic terms such as “very extensive level” with clearer language like “high levels” or “strong presence.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its overall structure, methodology, and presentation of findings. 

It follows established research protocols by clearly defining its objectives, employing a validated descriptive-correlational design, and using appropriate statistical tools such as mean, standard deviation, Pearson correlation, and multiple linear regression.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and mostly recent, spanning the last five years, with a few exceptions that are still appropriately used.
	

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


	Yes, the language of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-written, methodologically sound, and offers valuable insights into teacher well-being and instructional quality. It is a relevant and timely contribution to educational research and is recommended for publication with minor revisions.
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