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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 addresses a critical issue in education: the challenges faced by teachers who are assigned to teach subjects outside their specialization. By investigating the self-efficacy and specific difficulties of non-Mathematics teachers in senior high schools in the Philippines, the study provides valuable empirical evidence from a real-world context. The development and validation of a needs-based training program also contribute a practical intervention to help mitigate these challenges, which can inform policy and professional development initiatives in similar educational systems. The findings underscore the need for continuous professional support to strengthen the competence of out-of-field teachers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Teaching Senior High School Mathematics Beyond Expertise: Challenges, Self-Efficacy, and a Proposed Training Program” is suitable. It is descriptive and accurately reflects the scope and purpose of the study as outlined in the abstract.
	

	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 well-structured. It clearly states the research problem, methodology (descriptive-developmental design, purposive sampling, validated survey questionnaire), key findings (high PMTE and MTOE but persistent challenges), and the outcome of the proposed training program (96% validation rating). No additions or deletions are necessary as it accurately summarizes all major components of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The research design is appropriate for the stated objectives, and the methodology is clearly described, including the research locale, participants, and data collection instrument. The use of a validated survey questionnaire and descriptive statistics for analysis is sound. The findings are presented clearly in tables and are discussed in relation to established educational theories and prior research, demonstrating a rigorous approach.
	

	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 relevant, with a good mix of classic theoretical works (e.g., Bandura, 1977, 1986) and more recent studies (e.g., Hobbs, 2015; Laborada, 2016). The list includes international and local sources, which provides a comprehensive context for the research. No additional references are suggested at this time.
	

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


	The language and English quality are excellent. The writing is clear, concise, and academic. The manuscript uses appropriate terminology and has a strong, logical flow throughout the introduction, methodology, results, discussion, and conclusion sections.
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