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	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 appears to be quite valuable as it addresses a timely and practically significant issue in higher education especially within developing educational contexts where out-of-field teaching is prevalent. It empirically examines the mediating role of out-of-field teaching, the study and hence it contributes to the growing body of literature on teacher competence and student academic outcomes. The findings of this work provide evidence-based insights that can inform institutional policy, teacher deployment, and professional development initiatives. Moreover, the Philippine-based context adds valuable regional data to an area largely dominated by studies from Western and African educational systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the variables, methodology, and scope of the study. 
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract is clear and informative. It aptly summarizes the purpose, methods, and findings. However, it seems to implicitly suggest causal mediation, which is not fully supported by the non-experimental and cross-sectional design. Contemporary research practice recommends explicitly framing such mediation results as associational and briefly acknowledging methodological limitations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is quite coherent and uses appropriate basic statistical procedures. However, there are a few issues that need to be reconsidered. For example, the mediation analysis is interpreted in a manner that implies mechanism, despite the lack of temporal sequencing or experimental control. In addition, out-of-field teaching is measured through student perceptions rather than objective indicators of field mismatch which gives rise to questions on construct validity concerns. Psychometric reporting for the adapted instruments is limited, as reliability and validity indices are not provided. The very strong correlation between teacher competence and out-of-field teaching suggests potential common-method bias, which is not addressed. Moreover, mediation reporting relies on path significance rather than indirect effects with confidence intervals, and the possible clustering of students within teachers or classes is not considered.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and reasonably up to date. 
	

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


	By and large, the manuscript is comprehensible. However, there are several grammatical issues that affect clarity and scholarly tone. For example, subject–verb agreement errors appear in sentences such as “teacher competence were oftentimes observed” and “the students’ academic performance were satisfactory,” where singular subjects are paired with plural verbs. There is also inconsistent verb tense usage, particularly in the Methodology and Results sections, where present tense is used to describe completed actions, as in “this study uses a stratified random sampling technique” and “the findings reveal that out-of-field teaching had an overall mean of 3.46,” instead of the expected past tense. Overall, a thorough language and copyediting review is recommended to improve grammatical accuracy, conciseness, and academic fluency.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The manuscript appropriately reports informed consent and ethical approval. No competing interest concerns or indications of plagiarism are evident.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No. There aren’t any evident competing interest issues.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.
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