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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.


	The manuscript presents valuable empirical data concerning employee motivation within financial institutions in the Philippines. 

I suggest that the authors clarify the relationship between the findings and established motivation theories to emphasize the theoretical contributions beyond the descriptive results. 

They may highlight the implications for organizational policy and comparative research to enhance the manuscript's scholarly significance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and accurately reflects the study’s focus and population. 

However, I recommend that the authors refine the title to indicate the study’s descriptive nature or theoretical anchoring (e.g., Maslow’s framework) to improve precision and academic clarity.
	

	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 sufficiently summarizes the purpose, methods, and key findings of the study. But I suggest that the keywords be revised to reflect job motivation and organizational variables. May I also recommend that the authors briefly state the practical or policy implications of the findings to strengthen the abstract’s impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically sound, with appropriate use of descriptive statistics, t-tests, and ANOVA aligned with the research objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I recommend that the authors streamline the reference list by prioritizing peer-reviewed journal articles and reducing reliance on web-based or non-academic sources. This will enhance the manuscript’s scholarly credibility.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally written in an appropriate academic tone and is comprehensible.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I strongly recommended that the recommendations section be revised to align strictly with the study’s actual findings, as portions currently appear unrelated to the research focus.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No major ethical issues are evident in the manuscript.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None. No further action appears necessary unless required by the journal’s policy.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	The manuscript appears to appropriately cite sources and reference existing literature.
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