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	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.


	This manuscript contributes meaningfully to the growing body of research on teacher motivation and classroom effectiveness. Data analysis establishes the link between work tasks motivation and solution-focused practices in public secondary schools. While offering practical insights, article’s local context adds value by broadening the geographic scope of current educational research, especially within Southeast Asia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable, however slight alteration with Work Task Motivation and Solution-Focused Practices Among Public Secondary School Teachers in Mati City OR Task Motivation and Solution-Focused Practices Among Public Secondary School Teachers: A Correlational Study in Mati City, could capture the theme more precisely. 
	

	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 clear and comprehensive however the final recommendation is too long and could be split for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its overall theme and use of a descriptive-correlational design, which is appropriate for investigating relationships between variables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. 
	

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


	It is suitable; however some sentences appear to be too complex and long. They can be shortened for clarity. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript lacks both a literature review and a description of methodology. 
Without a literature review, the study lacks theoretical grounding and context which makes it difficult to its contribution. Even the layout of the paper can be rearranged as follows: 
 1. Introduction
· Background/rationale

· Research problem or question

· Objectives or hypotheses

· Significance of the study

2. Review of Related Literature
· Review of relevant studies (local and international)

· Identification of research gap

3. Methodology
· Research design

· Population and sample

· Research instruments

· Data collection procedures

· Data analysis methods

4. Results
· Presentation of findings (tables, figures, statistics)

· Brief explanation without interpretation

5. Discussion
· Interpretation of results

· Comparison with previous studies

· Implications

6. Conclusion and Recommendations
· Summary of findings

· Practical and theoretical recommendations

· Limitations and suggestions for future research
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