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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 adequately gives the role of shared justice leadership in influencing digital access for public elementary school teachers in the Philippines during the COVID-19 pandemic, especially in the policy context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes it is suitable since the IV, DV, unit of analysis, study context; population and implied research problem are all embedded. The content is also well aligning with the title. 
	

	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.


	Not certainly. The abstract ought to have mentioned the theoretical underpinings of the study with in the abstract. I.e. the Political and Philosophical Theory of Shared Justice by Wang (2018).

The abstract would have been a sounding one if the researcher mentioned the problem statement directly. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the researcher presented some elements that shows that validity and reliability tried to be maintained through the pilot studies and use of experts to review the questionnaire, that researcher failed to present the specific values that guided the validity and reliability such as the specific Cronbach's that served as a basis for the isolating the items in the instrument. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The researcher ought to be critical and analytical by integrating in more of these areas such as more review on remote learning, teacher adaptation and professional development as well as, digital equity, and  blended learning environments as  elements that aligns digital access to learning.  
	

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


	The article well aligns with coherent and logical flow of English language with only a few minor stylistic refinements needed to enhance clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Much as the manuscript is highly relevant, the researcher ought to refine the weaknesses regarding theoretical backing, involving the problem statement,  that need to be involved in the abstract as well as work on clarity of statements such as “Localization was used to construct the questionnaires.” that call for more conceptualisation.  I also think that it was an over sight for this great work not to have page numbers at this level.  
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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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