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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides a timely analysis of the Philippine Licensure Examination for Professional Teachers (LEPT) under the newly enhanced table of specifications. By exploring the performance of graduates from different schools, academic programs, and specializations, the study offers valuable insights into the factors that influence exam success. The findings can help educational institutions and policymakers improve curricula and instructional methodologies, ultimately enhancing the quality of teacher education in the Philippines.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "An Exploratory Study of the Philippine Licensure Examination for Professional Teachers: Secondary Level Ratings under the Enhanced Table of Specifications," is suitable.
	

	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 comprehensive and effectively summarizes the study. It includes the research design (documentary research), the sample size (349), the exam date (March 2024), and the key findings. Specifically, it highlights that there are significant differences in LEPT ratings when examinees are grouped by type of school, academic program, and field of specialization. It also mentions that these factors collectively account for 10% of the variation in the LEPT results. No additions or deletions are needed as it provides a clear and concise overview of the entire paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The study uses a quantitative documentary analysis research design and appropriate statistical tools, including the Independent Samples T-test, One-Way ANOVA, and Multiple Linear Regression, to analyze the data. It also mentions testing for statistical assumptions and using an open-source statistical software (Jamovi) and Excel to conduct and verify analyses. The engagement of a statistician to validate the findings also adds to the study's scientific rigor. The conclusions are directly supported by the results presented in the tables and are consistent with the statistical tests performed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. The manuscript includes a wide range of relevant citations, with several from 2020-2023.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. It is clear, well-structured, and easy to follow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a suitable and scientifically correct study on the factors influencing LEPT ratings, but it requires minor revisions before it can be accepted for publication. The main areas for improvement are strengthening the discussion of limitations and making the recommendations more specific.

The authors' most significant limitation is that their study's variables—type of school, academic program, and specialization—only account for a small portion of the variance in LEPT scores. To address this, the authors must discuss other factors that could explain the remaining 90% of the variance. These factors could include the socioeconomic background of examinees, the quality and focus of review centers, and individual academic performance and test-taking skills. A more comprehensive discussion should also consider the specific curriculum, instructional quality, and faculty qualifications within different institutions, as these can significantly impact a student's preparedness for the exam

The authors should provide more specific recommendations based on their findings. To address the low scores of Social Studies graduates, they should propose curriculum changes that focus on developing higher-order thinking skills. Given the performance gap between public and private school graduates, the authors could suggest that private schools review their retention policies. Finally, to improve the performance of non-education graduates, the authors should recommend a comprehensive curriculum for their professional education units.
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