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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 study explores a relevant and under-researched topic: the relationship between teacher professional preparation and curriculum assessment in the Philippine K-12 setting. Its findings offer actionable insights for improving training programs and instructional quality. The topic contributes significantly to teacher education, particularly in aligning practical preparation with curriculum evaluation demands in public schools.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate.
However, consistency is needed: the manuscript title refers to “Secondary School Teachers,” but the abstract and methodology describe “Elementary School Teachers.” Please revise to maintain consistency across the manuscript.
	

	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 captures the study's key elements.
Clarifying whether the target population is elementary or secondary teachers. 

Rephrasing this sentence for coherence: “...ensuring that the K-12 education system remains responsive to students’ evolving needs.”
Consider: “...to ensure the curriculum remains responsive to learners’ diverse and evolving needs in the K-12 system.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodologically sound and statistically valid.
 Recommendations:
1. Clarify Sampling Design: You mention Slovin’s formula and also simple random sampling with a fishbowl technique. These two methods are not equivalent. Please explain the sampling logic more precisely.

2. Review Consistency in Population Terminology: Title and tables refer to Secondary teachers, while text refers to Elementary teachers. Please confirm the correct level and revise throughout.

3. Add Contextual Interpretation: While results are statistically explained, you should briefly discuss why planning and executing are stronger predictors than evaluating. A brief pedagogical or contextual interpretation would strengthen the discussion.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and mostly recent.  Suggestion: add more international literature to show global relevance. For example, curriculum assessment practices in post-pandemic school reform could be discussed.The inclusion of foundational theories (Guskey, Bandura) is good. Make sure these are clearly connected to the findings and discussion.

	

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


	Generally acceptable.
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