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	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.


	This study contributes valuable insights into e-learning adoption in mathematics education within underexplored Philippine regions. It addresses critical gaps in understanding teacher attitudes and barriers to technology integration in resource-constrained environments. By identifying tensions between enthusiasm and practical challenges, this research offers evidence-based recommendations for policy reforms, while advocating a shift from compliance-driven approaches to meaningful pedagogical integration for sustainable digital transformation in mathematics education.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article "E-learning in Mathematics Education: Examining Teachers' Attitudes, Intentions, and Barriers" adequately represents the content of the study, but there are some suggestions for improvement:

"E-learning in Secondary School Mathematics Education: Teachers' Attitudes, Intentions and Barriers in Laoang, Northern Samar"
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	Format Structure: Abstracts are generally written in a unified paragraph format, rather than separated by section headings such as “Aim”, “Study Design”, etc. These section headings are not standard in academic abstracts.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this manuscript demonstrates good scientific validity with an appropriate qualitative approach to examine mathematics teachers' attitudes, intentions and barriers to adopting e-learning. The thematic analysis methodology, data collection process through semi-structured interviews, and ethical procedures described all conform to qualitative research standards. The comprehensive literature review with up-to-date references (up to 2024/2025) and well-organized presentation of findings are key strengths.
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	References are adequate and up-to-date to support the topic of study.


	

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


	The quality of English in this article does not meet the standards for scientific communication. Although the structure and organization of the manuscript conform to the academic format, there are many language problems that affect clarity and precision. Grammatical errors (subject-verb agreement, tenses, articles), complex sentence structures, inconsistencies in academic tone, cohesion problems, punctuation errors, and poor word choice need to be corrected. The manuscript requires thorough editing by a native English speaker or a professional academic editor before submission to a scientific journal.
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