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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 offers significant value to the educational research community, particularly in language education and teacher development. 

It addresses underexplored factors language assessment literacy (LAL), self-efficacy, and work-task motivation and their influence on pedagogical competence using Structural Equation Modeling (SEM). 

Given the need to enhance Filipino language instruction quality, the study’s findings offer strong implications for teacher professional development and higher education policy in the Philippines and similar multilingual contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, clear, and aligns well with the manuscript content.
	

	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 comprehensive, outlining the research objective, methodology, sample, key findings, and significance. 

However, the last sentence could briefly mention the model fit indices for added methodological rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound. The use of SEM is appropriate and well-explained. Instruments were validated, and reliability scores are strong. Hypotheses are well-aligned with the theoretical framework. 

A minor issue is that the null hypotheses in the introduction are written as if they are expected to be true; this should be rephrased as typical testable nulls (e.g., “There is no significant relationship...”).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are abundant, current, and well-cited. The manuscript draws from both global and regional literature, strengthening its relevance. 

A few references (e.g., Puspawati, 2019; Sagone & De Caroli, 2014) might be more recent, if available, but overall the list is solid.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English. 

There are some stylistic redundancies and slight inconsistencies (e.g., switching between “teachers in Filipino” and “Filipino teachers”) which could be refined, but overall, the quality is acceptable for publication.
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