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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.


	The submitted manuscript provides an understanding of developing an attitude of being lifelong learning combined with schoolteacher effectiveness in public elementary education system.  The research has adequate size of sample, and the methodology adopted is sturdy, which emphasizes the positive impact of intrinsic teacher characteristics on pedagogical and student learning outcomes. 
The research augments to the growing body of literature documenting professional advancement in resource-poor environments while offering useful suggestions for policy and practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is apt as it encompasses all aspects of the content and aim of the research.
	

	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.
	Yes. To ensure that there is a sense of balance and more clarity, the abstract presented could include some more content to avoid repetition while highlighting its primary elements. Though no duplication was detected in the abstract, making it a bit more succinct will be effective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.  The research objectives, the research design and methodology applied and the statistical tools applied align well scientifically. The derived results have been interpreted and presented well and are in line with the current literature available. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references that are provided seem appropriate and satisfactory. There is a balance of fundamental as well as contemporary citations of research.  Nevertheless, the reference of Darling-Hammond et al. 2020 seems unconnected or extraneous – hence could be reconsidered. 
	

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


	The grammar, language style and spelling need to be re-looked at and needs minor corrections.  There are a few inappropriate phrases and erratic tenses which needs to be rectified during editing. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research seems appropriate, suitable and augments the current on-going research in the domain of incessant professional development in the area of challenges in education.  Strong research framework, appropriate and reliable statistical tools has led to sound and credible findings. Providing brief directions for further research in the conclusion section of the manuscript could further bolster the research. 
It contains some irrelevant grammatical errors which can be easily improved; it also suggests previously cited and current context alignment that would enhance overall clarity manuscript's impact. The practical implications add to address analysis of issue relevant research gap.

Abstract

1. Original: “Correlation analysis indicated a significant relationship between lifelong learning attitudes and teacher effectiveness..”
Edit needed: Delete the double period (..).
2. Original: “This approach can ultimately improve teacher performance and student outcomes.”
Edit needed: Replace the word “approach” with “strategy”, “improve” with “enhance”, and add the word “both” before teacher performance. 

Introduction

1. Original: “On a global scale, particularly in China, low teacher effectiveness remains a significant challenge…”

Concern: China does not qualify as a developing country and hence it could not contextually fit and be considered as part of under-resourced education systems in the world.

2. Original: “This adaptability is especially important in today’s rapidly changing educational landscape…”

Suggestion: This sentence needs to be re-worded in a formal academic tone. 

3. Repetition: Repetitive use of “Buhangin, District, Division of Davao City”.

Methodology

1. Original: “The primary goal of this approach wa to identify…”
Correction: “was”
2. Original: “using the lottery or fishbowl technique…”
Comment: Usage of the term “fishbowl technique” is conversational.  Preference would be using the term – “simple random sampling using lottery method.”
3. Original: “Coordination with school officials ensured the smooth distribution of the surveys to public school teachers, along with a clear explanation of the study's purpose.”
Suggestion: Concise the highlighted section.
Results and Discussion

1. Original: “This finding supports with the study of Mlambo et al. (2021)…”
Rectify: Remove the word “with”

2. Original: “The indicator of assessment has the highest mean…”
Consider: …assessment recorded the highest mean…”
3. Repetition – “very extensive” 
Edit: use synonyms
4. Original: “This suggests that teachers prioritize a comprehensive understanding of the subject matter…”
Recommendation – Give a concise version.

Conclusion and Recommendation

1. Original: “Firstly, the extent of lifelong learning attitudes among teachers is always manifested…”
Consider: Replace the phrase “always manifested” which  is awkward. 

2. Original: “Future researchers may explore the long-term impact…”
Suggestion: Please rephrase for better impact

References

Darling-Hammond et al. (2020) needs to be replaced with a more relevant and appropriate citation that relates to either teacher training or being lifelong learners. Alternatively remove this reference is not relevant.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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