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	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 present article answers a highly topical problem in mathematics teaching: the interdependence of the pedagogical content knowledge (PCK) of instructors, student self-concept, and interest in mathematics.

 It contributes to ongoing discussions about how teacher effectiveness and student psychological variables in combination influence learning outcomes. 

The context of study Filipino junior high school learners justifies an initial geographical imbalance in literature and may be translated to policymakers and educators operating within the same paradigm.
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	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the study content accurately.
	

	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 well-written and provides a concise summary of the study, including objectives, methods, findings, and conclusions. However, it could benefit from explicitly stating the method of analysis (e.g., regression, correlation) to make it clearer to readers at first glance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust. The research design, sampling, and statistical methods (Pearson’s r, regression analysis) are appropriate. Instruments used were validated, and ethical considerations were thoroughly addressed. The results are well-analyzed and logically interpreted.
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	The references are recent and sufficient. They reflect a good mix of international and local sources, grounding the study in relevant literature. However, consider shortening the list slightly to focus more on the most directly related studies.
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	The English is of high quality and suitable for scholarly publication. Some minor grammatical polishing (e.g., punctuation in tables and redundancy in phrases) may improve readability, but it does not detract from understanding
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