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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 explores the relationship between motivational variables—such as intrinsic motivation, extrinsic motivation, task value, and self-efficacy—and academic performance among Education students enrolled in a research course. It is valuable because it addresses motivation in the context of research instruction, a subject that is often perceived as difficult by students. By highlighting which variables significantly correlate with academic success, the paper provides actionable insights for educators and curriculum developers aiming to improve student performance and engagement. Furthermore, it contributes to the limited body of literature in the Philippine educational context.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the study's focus.
	

	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 provides a reasonable summary of the study. However, it could be made more concise and focused. Avoid repeating phrases (e.g., "This study used a descriptive-correlational design" is mentioned twice). Consider summarizing the statistical results more precisely and emphasize only significant findings.

Suggestion: Remove redundancy and clarify which motivational variables were statistically significant in relation to academic performance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for the type of research undertaken. The use of the Motivated Strategies for Learning Questionnaire (MSLQ), the statistical treatments, and the presentation of results are acceptable. However, the interpretation of mean scores and correlation coefficients could be more analytically deep. Minor inconsistencies in interpretation (e.g., calling 2.67 "high motivation") need clarification relative to the defined scale.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and relevant. However, there is a mix of peer-reviewed and non-peer-reviewed (e.g., blog-type or generalized psychology websites). A few references are outdated or incomplete. More recent studies from 2020 onward should be included to reflect updated educational contexts post-COVID.

Suggestions:

· Replace web-based sources like "Kendra, 2023" or "Cherry, 2019" with peer-reviewed articles.

· Include 1–2 recent studies from international journals on student motivation in higher education.


	

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


	Partially. While the manuscript is understandable, the language needs moderate revision to meet academic standards. There are instances of redundancy, informal tone, grammatical issues, and awkward phrasing.

Suggestions:

· Use professional academic editing tools.

· Consider restructuring some paragraphs for clarity and conciseness.


	

	Optional/General comments


	  The conclusion mistakenly refers to a different study on "code-switching in teaching Mathematics," which seems unrelated to the main study. This should be corrected.

  The tables and statistical interpretations are detailed and useful, but the manuscript would benefit from better formatting and consistency in the use of terminologies.
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