Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_138657

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	FRUITFULNESS IN THE WORKPLACE AND READINESS SERVICES OF TEACHERS IN PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	This manuscript contributes significantly to the scientific community by exploring the underexplored relationship between workplace fruitfulness and teacher readiness services, particularly within the Philippine public school context. While existing research often isolates work environment or professional preparedness, this study establishes how these factors interact. The findings provide crucial insights into how organizational climate and individual motivation influence instructional effectiveness , offering a foundation for targeted interventions to improve the quality of education. This research helps to fill a gap in the literature by focusing on a specific setting and demonstrating a significant positive correlation between these two variables.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the title "Fruitfulness in the Workplace and Readiness Services of Teachers in Public Elementary Schools" is suitable for the article. It accurately reflects the two main variables being investigated (fruitfulness in the workplace and readiness services of teachers) and specifies the target population (teachers in public elementary schools).
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive.
Purpose: It states the aim to determine the significant relationship between fruitfulness in the workplace and readiness services of teachers.

Research Design: It mentions the descriptive-correlational research design.

Participants: It specifies the sample of 132 public elementary school teachers selected through universal sampling.

Data Collection: It notes that data was gathered using standardized questionnaires.

Data Analysis: It indicates the use of mean and Pearson product-moment correlation for analysis.

Key Findings: It presents the main findings that both variables were rated high and there was a significant positive relationship between them.

Recommendation: It includes a recommendation to strengthen programs promoting fruitfulness and improve readiness services.

Therefore, I do not suggest the addition or deletion of any points in this section as it already provides a concise yet complete overview of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its methodology, analysis, and conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references generally appear sufficient and include a mix of recent and slightly older but still relevant works.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article appear suitable for scholarly communications. The text is clear, coherent, and uses appropriate academic vocabulary. The sentences are well-structured, and the overall flow of the manuscript is professional.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Based on the thorough review, including the suitability of the title and abstract, scientific correctness, sufficiency and recency of references, English quality, and the apparent lack of unaddressed ethical or competing interest issues, this manuscript is well-prepared.
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