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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study addresses a critical gap in understanding how educational motivation influences the implementation of creative school principles among public elementary teachers in the Philippines. It provides actionable insights for policymakers and school administrators to enhance teacher training programs and foster innovative learning environments. The findings are particularly relevant for developing regions aiming to align educational practices with global standards while addressing local challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current Title: Educational Motivation and Creative School Principles Among Public Elementary School Teachers

Suggested Revision: Educational Motivation and Creative School Principles: A Correlational Study of Public Elementary School Teachers in Baganga District, Philippines

Reason: Adding the geographical context clarifies the study’s scope and improves searchability.
	

	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.


	Abstract Comprehensiveness

Issues Identified:

Lacks a clear problem statement (e.g., Why is this relationship critical in the Philippine context?).

Missing implications of findings (e.g., How do the results inform policy?).

Recommendations:

Add: "This study addresses the gap in understanding how cultural and systemic factors in Philippine public schools influence the interplay between teacher motivation and creative principles."

Include implications: "The findings advocate for tailored professional development programs to strengthen teacher motivation and creative pedagogical practices."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific Correctness

Key Issues:

Methodology:

The description of the "non-experimental quantitative design" is redundant and conflates general quantitative research with the specific correlational approach.

Revision: Simplify to: "A correlational design was employed to measure relationships between educational motivation and creative school principles."

Data Presentation:

Table 2 lists "social skills" with a mean of 4.91, which is implausible on a 5-point Likert scale. Likely a typo (e.g., 4.19).

Table 4’s regression analysis lacks clarity (e.g., missing F-value details, inconsistent labeling).

Validity:

The instrument’s validation process is underdescribed. Specify how experts modified the questionnaire (e.g., "Experts assessed face validity by aligning items with SDGs and local teaching standards").


	

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

Issues:

Missing references for Wang'ombe (2023) and Sofian (2023) cited in the text.

Overreliance on international studies; insufficient local context (e.g., only 2 Philippine-based references).

Recommendations:

Add local studies:

Lerio & Bandiola (2022) on Philippine school environments.

DepEd Philippines (2021) Policy Guidelines on Teacher Motivation.

Replace non-peer-reviewed 2023 sources with established works.
	

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


	Grammatical errors: "It was found out that..." → "The study found..."

Awkward phrasing: "This led to the rejection of the null hypothesis" → "The null hypothesis was rejected."

Inconsistent terminology: "educational motivation" vs. "educational motivations."

Recommendation: Engage a professional editor to refine syntax and terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths: Relevant topic, robust sample size, practical recommendations.

Weaknesses: Methodological ambiguities, inconsistent data presentation, missing references, language errors.
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