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	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	1. Limitations Section: The revised manuscript now includes a dedicated 'Limitations of the Study' section, which was completely absent in the earlier version. 
2. Discussion Section: The discussion has been considerably expanded. The revised version now cites a wide range of relevant studies from both the Nigerian context and the international literature, including Klassen and Chiu (2019), Collie et al. (2020), Skaalvik and Skaalvik (2021), Toropova et al. (2021), and others. 

3. References : The reference list has grown from 12 to 28 entries. The added references are recent and relevant to the study's theme. 

4. Table 1 (Correlation Results) : Table 1 is now present and properly formatted in the revised manuscript, showing all relevant statistical values (r = 0.42, r² = 0.18, r²% = 18.0). 

5. Ethical Considerations: The revised manuscript now includes a statement on informed consent and participant confidentiality within the Methods section: participants were informed of the study's purpose and assured that their responses would remain confidential. However, there is still no mention of approval from a formal institutional ethics committee or review board. If the journal requires ethical clearance documentation, this should be included or referenced.

6. Background / Introduction: The introduction now includes several additional peer-reviewed sources  like, Ofoegbu & Nwadiani, 2021; Ejiro & Oghuvwu, 2022; Akinwale & George, 2020).The improvement is clear, though the anecdotal sources have been retained alongside the academic ones, which is acceptable provided the peer-reviewed evidence remains the primary basis for the argument.
7. Table 2 – Typographical Error: Table 2 has been restructured to include the Model Summary, ANOVA, and Coefficients sections, which is an improvement. However, the label 'Repression' appears in the ANOVA section where it should read 'Regression.' This is a typographical error that must be corrected before the manuscript is accepted for publication.
8. Keywords – 'Nigeria' Not Added: The reviewer's earlier suggestion to add 'Nigeria' as a keyword to improve discoverability has not been acted upon. The current keywords remain: Interest; Job Satisfaction; Secondary School Teachers; Delta Central Senatorial District. Adding 'Nigeria' and possibly 'intrinsic motivation' would help more readers find this article through database searches.

9. Duplicate Reference Entries: There appear to be two separate reference entries attributed to 'Cabaron' (entries 7 and 8 in the reference list) with different author initials and journal details, both from the year 2023. Similarly, Skaalvik and Skaalvik (2021) appear twice in the reference list (entries 22 and 23) with different titles and page numbers. If these are genuinely two different publications by the same authors in the same year, they must be distinguished in the text using 'a' and 'b' designations (for e.g.  Skaalvik & Skaalvik, 2021a; 2021b). If either pair is a duplicate, one entry should be removed and citations corrected accordingly. 

10. Bakker & Albrecht (2023) Reference: The placeholder DOI that was flagged in the original review has been removed in the revised manuscript, which is a step in the right direction.

11. Abstract – Theoretical Framework: The abstract still does not mention the theoretical or conceptual basis of the study. The introduction body now contains a paragraph on the construct of 'interest,' but the abstract could benefit from a brief mention of the conceptual framework underpinning the study. This is a minor point but would add completeness to the abstract.
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	MARKS for this  REVISED manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this  REVISED manuscript 
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Accept (8-10)

Revision required: (4-8)

Rejected: (0-4)
	7 / 10 (Minor Revision Required)
The revised manuscript has addressed the most critical concerns from the original review notably the addition of a limitations section, significant expansion of the discussion with relevant literature, an increase in the number of references, and the inclusion of an informed consent statement. Table 1 is now visible and correctly formatted. These are meaningful improvements that reflect the authors' responsiveness to the review. However, the manuscript still requires minor but important corrections before it can be accepted: the typographical error 'Repression' in Table 2 must be fixed, the duplicate reference entries (Cabaron and Skaalvik & Skaalvik) need to be clarified or corrected, the keyword 'Nigeria' should be added. A formal ethical clearance statement, if required by the journal, should also be included. Overall, the paper has improved considerably and is close to being ready for publication, subject to these remaining corrections.
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