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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical gap in educational research by focusing on primary school teachers in Rwanda, a demographic often overshadowed by secondary-level STEM studies. Its exploration of the disconnect between policy compliance and genuine engagement offers valuable insights for educational reformers in sub-Saharan Africa and similar developing contexts. By proposing a Value-Centered Engagement Framework, the study provides a practical theoretical contribution that could guide future policy to improve teacher motivation and, subsequently, student outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Beyond Compliance: Motivational Drivers and Perceived Value in Teacher Continuous Professional Development in Rwanda" is suitable. It accurately reflects the study's core argument—moving beyond mere attendance—and clearly identifies the key variables (motivational drivers, perceived value) and the specific context (Rwanda).
	

	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 generally comprehensive, covering the background, method, key quantitative and qualitative results, and implications. However, I suggest explicitly adding a sentence clarifying the exact breakdown of the qualitative sample (e.g., specifying the roles of the 34 key informants) to match the detail given for the survey participants. It would also be beneficial to briefly mention the specific theoretical framework (Self-Determination Theory) earlier in the abstract to ground the study theoretically from the start.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The mixed-methods design (convergent parallel) appears appropriate for the research questions, but the reporting lacks specific details on ethical compliance which is a standard scientific requirement. The manuscript needs to explicitly confirm that informed consent was obtained from all human subjects and that institutional ethical approval was secured, as this is currently missing or not clearly stated. Additionally, the quantitative analysis would be strengthened by moving beyond descriptive statistics to include inferential tests that could better support the claims of significant differences between urban and rural groups
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely relevant and recent, with a good focus on regional literature. However, the literature review feels somewhat isolated from the broader global discourse. It is highly recommended to include more recent studies from Western contexts to provide a comparative perspective. I have suggested specific recent additions in the main review (e.g., Lavidas et al., 2022; Yirci et al., 2023) to enhance the breadth of the Introduction and Literature Review.
	

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


	The language is generally functional but requires careful proofreading. There are instances of awkward phrasing and minor grammatical errors that occasionally disrupt the flow of reading. A thorough review is needed to ensure the tone is consistently professional and to polish the text for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have carefully reviewed the manuscript regarding teacher engagement in Continuous Professional Development in Rwanda. While the topic is of significant interest for educational policy in the region and the focus on primary education is commendable, I believe the manuscript requires major revisions before it can be considered for publication. The current draft presents interesting data, but the theoretical positioning and methodological reporting need substantial strengthening to meet the journal's standards.

I felt that the Introduction and Literature Review sections were somewhat limited in their scope. While the focus is naturally on Rwanda and sub-Saharan Africa, the paper would benefit significantly from a broader comparative perspective. I found that the current literature review heavily relies on regional studies, which isolates the findings from the global discourse on teacher motivation. To strengthen the theoretical arguments, I suggest incorporating more recent studies from Western contexts to demonstrate how these motivational drivers compare globally. This comparison would highlight whether the barriers and drivers identified are unique to the Rwandan context or part of a wider international phenomenon regarding professional development. It is also suggested that the authors consider the following studies to enhance the intro and LR sections of the present study: Lavidas, K., Petropoulou, A., Papadakis, S., Apostolou, Z., Komis, V., Jimoyiannis, A., & Gialamas, V. (2022). Factors affecting response rates of the web survey with teachers. Computers, 11(9), 127; Yirci, R., Karakose, T., Kocabas, I., Tülübaş, T., & Papadakis, S. (2023). A bibliometric review of the knowledge base on mentoring for the professional development of school administrators. Sustainability, 15(4), 3027; and Papadakis, S., Lytvynova, S. H., Ivanova, S. M., & Selyshcheva, I. A. (2024). Advancing lifelong learning with AI-enhanced ICT: A review of 3L-Person 2024. In CEUR Workshop Proceedings.

Regarding the methodology, I noted that the study employs a mixed-methods approach. However, the description of the ethical procedures was not sufficiently detailed. We take all concerns regarding ethical standards very seriously, and all studies involving human participants must be conducted in accordance with institutional and international ethical guidelines. It is imperative to explicitly state in the manuscript whether institutional ethical approval was obtained and if informed consent was collected from all 200 teachers and 34 key informants involved. If these details are missing, they must be added. Additionally, I suggest ensuring that the reporting adheres to relevant checklists for cross-sectional or mixed-methods studies to ensure completeness and replicability.

In the Results and Discussion sections, while the distinction between urban and rural teachers is insightful, I felt that the analysis could be more robust. The reliance on descriptive statistics is helpful, but I believe further inferential statistics could better validate the significance of the observed differences and support the proposed Value-Centered Engagement Framework. Furthermore, I observed some issues with the quality of the writing. There were instances where the phrasing felt slightly awkward, and I noticed grammatical errors that disrupted the flow of reading. I strongly recommend a thorough proofreading of the manuscript. Based on these observations, I recommend a decision of Major Revisions to allow for the necessary theoretical expansion and methodological clarifications.
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