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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.

	By placing its analysis in the context of higher education in the Philippines, this manuscript makes a significant contribution to the expanding corpus of research on teacher education and pedagogical competence. Its focus on work-task motivation, self-efficacy, and language assessment literacy (LAL) addresses important but little-studied factors affecting successful instruction. Strong hypothesis testing and model validation are made possible by the study's application of Structural Equation Modeling (SEM), which adds methodological rigor. It offers pertinent and useful insights for enhancing teacher development and educational quality, not only in the Philippines but in comparable educational contexts around the world, by coordinating its findings with Sustainable Development Goal 4.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The study's content and analytical framework are appropriately reflected in the title. 
For clarity, think about making a small adjustment:
Examining the Effects of Self-Efficacy, Work-Task Motivation, and Language Assessment Literacy on Pedagogical Competence: A Structural Equation Model of Filipino Language Teachers

	

	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.

	Overall, the abstract is thorough and organized properly. It describes the approach, conclusions, and ramifications. 
To emphasize the findings' strength, include particular statistical results (such as the R2 value or model fit indices).
For context, include the location ("Eastern Visayas, Philippines") early in the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has a strong scientific foundation. The sampling strategy (stratified random), validation (Cronbach's Alpha, expert review), and research design (quantitative causal with SEM) are all suitable and sufficiently explained. 

Give a clearer explanation of why Model 3 was better (in the abstract or discussion, briefly describe the differences between Models 1 and 2).
Make sure that every theoretical framework—such as the Self-Determination Theory and the Social Cognitive Theory—is fully related to the findings in the discussion section.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references, which cover both domestic and foreign research, are numerous, pertinent, and up to date. 
Make sure the reference section contains a list of all in-text citations (e.g., Puspawati, 2019; Magtagnob & Monje, 2020). Verify again for consistency.
To further support the study's timeliness, think about adding additional empirical research from 2022–2024.
	

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

	Although there are still a few minor formatting and grammar errors, the manuscript is written in an overall clear and academic style. 
Make use of uniform terminology, such as "job motivation" or "work-task motivation."
To fix punctuation errors, especially in table captions and figure legends, think about hiring a professional editor.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is methodologically sound and well-written. Minor edits related to language, clarity, and integration of some theoretical insights are recommended to enhance its scholarly contribution.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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