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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.


	This manuscript addresses the relationship between micropolitical behaviour and teacher. The study contributes to educational research by empirically linking interpersonal political skills to perceived professional trustworthiness. Its context-specific data from the Philippines enrich the literature on educational leadership in Southeast Asia. With refinement, it could offer practical implications for leadership development and teacher evaluation systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. However, it could be improved for clarity and focus. Suggested title (optional): “The Influence of Micropolitics on Teacher Credibility in Public Elementary Schools: A Study from Davao City”. 
	

	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.


	Partially.

The abstract covers aim, design, and findings but suffers from minor language errors and redundancy. 
Suggested improvements:

· Remove repetition ("the the").
· Clarify conclusions (e.g., revise “significant influence of micropolitics and credibility” → “micropolitics significantly influenced credibility”).
· Reframe recommendation-oriented conclusion into a concise result-driven statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, yes.

The study design is appropriate for the research questions, the statistical methods are correctly applied, and the analysis is aligned with the objectives. However, there is a lack of theoretical depth. 
The manuscript would benefit from anchoring its constructs (credibility, micropolitics) in a well-established theoretical framework and deeper critical discussion, especially regarding the interpretation of results (for example: why sincerity is strongest yet scored lowest).
	

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

The manuscript includes relevant and recent sources (2020–2024), but formatting does not follow APA 7th strictly. Ensure consistency in presentation, include DOIs where available, and check for alphabetisation.
	

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


	Not fully.

The manuscript contains noticeable grammatical issues, awkward phrasing, and redundancies. While the meaning is generally clear, substantial editing is required to meet publication standards.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Some additional option to consider:

· Add a conceptual framework diagram to illustrate variable relationships.
· Justify the use of universal sampling more robustly.
· Discuss the implications of weak predictive power of “networking ability” more critically.
· Reframe the conclusion to align more with contributions to policy or theory.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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