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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

The paper is not very new but it is still important in the scientific community.

Instead of relationship in the title, it could also be the impact of teachers’ motivation on job
satisfaction

The abstract could be unified in such a way that the the chronology of the ff. is seamless:
intro (what prompted the researchers to undertake the study, the main goals/objectives, the
methodology to attain the objectives and the results and discussion.

It is best if not only correlation questions were raised. Qualitative assessment should have
been done to triangulate results.

Several literatures are old and even the adopted tools such as the WTMST and MSQ.
Consider studies over the last five years.

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, but it is strongly recommended to frame sentences in varied ways so as discussions
will not become monotonous. Have the paper undergo stylistics and editing.
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Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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Reviewer Details:

Name:

Dennis g. Caballes

Department, University & Country

The National Teachers College, Philippines

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




