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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.


	This manuscript investigates a timely and relevant topic how workstation challenges relate to occupational flexibility among public elementary school teachers in the Philippines. The methodology is appropriate and statistically grounded, but the manuscript requires major revision. Improvements in theoretical framing, deeper analysis of findings (e.g., negative beta for communication), better structure, and proofreading are necessary to enhance scientific value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title matches study focus and constructs.
	

	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.


	The abstract is informative but needs improvement. It should: Include key statistics (e.g., r = 0.530, R² = 0.28, p-values), Be clearer in phrasing (avoid vague expressions like “very high” without explaining what that means), Briefly mention the most significant finding (e.g., the predictive strength of evaluation over communication).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The use of statistical tools is appropriate, and the regression and correlation analyses are valid. However: Interpretation of results lacks depth (e.g., the negative effect of communication is not explained theoretically), No hypotheses or clear research questions are stated, Multicollinearity and assumption check for regression are not discussed.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are relevant and recent, but the literature lacks critical engagement and is overly confirmatory. Suggested additions: More comparative international studies post-2020 on teacher flexibility or job stress, Sources explaining communication challenges in education and their emotional impact.


	

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


	No.
The manuscript contains grammar issues, wordiness, and awkward phrases (e.g., “oftentimes observed”). It needs professional proofreading for clarity, tone, and consistency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Add a short limitations section (sampling region, cross-sectional design), Clearly define the instrument and Likert scale used, improve table formatting, replace repetitive expressions and ensure alignment between sections (e.g., intro, findings, conclusion).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major concerns.
Informed consent is mentioned, and ethical safeguards were applied.
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