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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Thank you for the opportunity to review this research article and I believe the study will be of interest to the wider scientific community, as it examines how teacher interpersonal behavior and students’ physical self-perception relate to situational interest in physical education, which is an important area for improving student motivation and engagement. By focusing on university students in the Philippine context, the study provides valuable regional evidence to a body of literature that is largely based on Western settings. The findings offer practical implications for physical education teachers, highlighting how supportive teaching practices and efforts to increase students’ confidence in their physical abilities that can foster greater interest and participation in physical education. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable to the content of the article. But I would recommend to specify the population in the title and avoid repeating ‘physical’ twice. 


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract outlines purpose of the research study, research methodology, samples, analysis, key findings and implications in a comprehensive way. However, I would suggest a minor improvements that could improve its clarity and precision.  In particular, it would benefit more from briefly specifying the study context the Davao Oriental / Philippine to situate the findings. It would also be helpful to include one or two key numeric results such as the main correlation or regression values, clarify what is meant “high” (e.g., based on a 5-point scale) and reduce repetitive wording (e.g., “predict” is used in multiple times). These small revisions would improve its  readability and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and the research design is appropriate and well aligned with the theoretical framework, research objectives and chosen methodology. The research questions are clearly stated, the procedures are adequately explained, validated instruments were employed and appropriate statistical analyses were conducted. Overall, the research approach is coherent and relevant to the aims of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript includes relevant and adequate recent references.
	

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


	The manuscript was written in academic English. But, it would benefit from minor grammatical editing and proofreading to improve clarity, conciseness and overall flow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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