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PART1:ReviewComments 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite 
his/her feedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 

1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientific community? 
(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript) 

 
2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 
 
3. Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate? 

5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 
 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestionofadditionalreferences,pleasementioninthe review 
form. 

 
(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovide additional 
suggestions/comments) 

1. Manuscript 
This research is interesting and the paper has been checked with a similarity rate of 4%, meaning 
that the author has produced original work. The author highlights the low financial literacy skills of 
basic educationteachers, where these competencies greatly affect the ability to motivatestudents 
to manage finances and improve the welfare of themselves, families and communities. This is 
becauseteachershavearoleinrolemodelingforthecommunityinvarious ways,includinghowto manage 
finances. However, overall the authors have not followed the paper template and author guidelines 
set by the journal, such as font size, titles of each sub-chapter typed in capital letters and others. 

 
2. Title 

Titlewritingisappropriate. 
 
 

3. Abstract 
Theoretical studies used to discuss the formulation of the problem have not been included in the 
abstract.Abstractwritingdoesnotrefertothepapertemplate.Pleaseseeandpayattentionto the author 
guideline of the journal. 

4. Subsectionsandstructuremanuscript 
 Thesubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptdonotfollowthejournal'spapertemplate. 
 In the background, the researcher only explains the importance of financial literacy for 

primary education eachers,and hasnotdescribed the problem phenomenoninthetarget 
object of research. Do all teachers not have knowledge about financial literacy, or only a 
few percent do not know about financial literacy. Researchers have not provided accurate 
dataaboutrealproblemsintheobjectofresearch.Researcherscansurveythesalaryand take 
home pay of teachers, the inflation rate of Davao City and others. So that the research 
background clearly illustrates the formulation of the problem. 

5. scientificvalidationofthepaper 
 Scientifically,theresultsofthisstudyaregood. 
 Theresearcherhaschosen3theoreticallensesinthestudyoffinancialliteracyofteachers in basic 

education, but the researcher has not described the benefits and contributions of the three 
theories to analyze and discuss the research results. 

 
6. References 

referencesshouldusepapersthathavebeenpublishedinthelastthreeyears. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1.Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitablefor scholarly 

communications? 

 
ThepaperiswritteninEnglishwhichisquitegoodandeasytounderstand.minorrevisionsare immediately 
corrected and can be considered for publication. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  Theresearcherhasnotdiscussedwhoexactlyisresponsiblefororganizingthefinancialliteracy 
seminarsandworkshops,andwhoisabletomotivatetheteacherstoattendtheworkshops,the role of 
school leaders needs to be elaborated so that this problem is not solely the fault of the 
teachers, but school leaders and stakeholders in Davao city need to be brought out of theirroles 
and responsibilities. 

 Theresearcherhasnotdiscussedthestrategiesoutlinedforthecontributionofbody 
knowledge. 

 Theresearcherhasnotoutlinedthelimitationsofthestudyforthesustainabilityoffurther 
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PART  2: 
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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