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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be improved as “The relationship between teacher preparedness and productivity in the public elementary schools.” Fruitfulness is informal to attribute to performance. It is good to use preparedness of teachers. Readiness services are not accurate because readiness is only measured the ability in terms of knowledge, skills, habits and attitudes. Any work should have both readiness and willingness dimensions. 
	

	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 can be improved by mentioning the rationale of the study instead of jumping straight to the objectives of the study. The key findings also can be more specific by mentioning the mean scores 4.25 and 4.32 respectively. The implications can be more specific to the school provision to provide teachers productivity. Also to provide conducive learning environment in the schools. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally it is scientific. However, it can be improved by adding a subsection or a paragraph in the relevant section. First, the objective should be to examine teachers’ productivity in the schools and readiness services of teachers. Second, should explain the conceptual framework (Figure 1). However, Figure 1 is not a conceptual framework, it is just a table to define fruitfullness and readiness. Conceptual framework should show the relationship between fruitfulness and readiness services as direct relationship. In the explanation of Figure 1 after corrected it can can add a paragraph to mention relevant theory embedded the conceptual framework like Herberg’s two-factor theory. Third, should provide operational definition of fruitfullness and readiness services. Fourth, there is a need to add a subsection about the limitations of the study. Or can add a paragraph under recommendations to improve the limitations of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and recent within 5 years and more than 70% references within latest 5 years (2020-2025). However, no references for the conceptual framework in Figure 1. The figure 1 must be corrected to make it a real conceptual framework, not just a tablel to differentiate fruitfullness and readiness services. Next, add explanation in the literature review, other contexts of studies like in other regions not just in the Philippines context. 
	

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


	The language is good. However, it is good if the article is reviewed and proof read by English native speaker. The use of AI Grammarly is machined-based. It cannot make sense of the contexts of the study. The writing should be argumentative and in paragraph writing. Currently it is more assertive. It is assertive when not enough citations or no citations made to the argument. An argument with citations in argumentative. An argument without adequate citations as assertive. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Acceptable manuscript after a revision. It needs professional proof reading and editing. The writing should be argumentative by having adequate citations. 

A revision required: firstly, the title can be improved instead of using fruitfullness, can be used productivity. If to retain it, must define it as operational definition. Secondly, the abstract is to be improved by providing background of the study. Thirdly, there is a need to explain the conceptual framework which is none when just referred to Figure 1 (a table to show fruitfullness and readiness) and add in the conceptual framework a relevant theory to embed it. 
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