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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 (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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article, “Self-Directed Learning Practices and Leadership Style of Teachers in Public Elementary Schools”, is suitable. It clearly and concisely reflects the main focus of the study: exploring the relationship between self-directed learning practices and leadership styles among public elementary school teachers.
	

	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.


	No significant deletions are suggested, as the current content is relevant and concise for an abstract. The aim is to build upon its comprehensiveness.

Suggestions for Additions (and minor refinements):

1. Specify the Leadership Styles Investigated

Proposed addition: “...both self-directed learning practices and teachers' leadership styles (democratic, autocratic, and situational) were rated as very high.”

2. Enhance Influence statement findings with key statistics

Proposed addition for influence: “Additionally, the study found that various domains of self-directed learning practices, such as learning motivation (which emerged as the strongest predictor), planning and implementing, and self-monitoring, significantly influenced teachers’ leadership style.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript demonstrates a sound scientific methodology for a correlational study, from its design and data collection to analysis and ethical considerations. The clear reporting of findings and their statistical significance contributes to the scientific validity of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are sufficient and predominantly recent, providing a solid foundation for the study's claims and discussion.
	

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


	Yes, based on the information provided in the sources, the language and English quality of the article appear to be suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript appears to be a well-executed and scientifically sound study within its descriptive-correlational design. The research demonstrates strong methodological rigor, ensuring its findings are reliable and valid for scholarly communication
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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