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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.


	This manuscript contributes meaningfully to the discourse on educational robotics, particularly by presenting a grounded and context-specific framework for integrating robotics in smaller, resource-constrained institutions. Unlike many existing studies focused on well-funded schools, this research provides a much-needed perspective from a Philippine-based private academy. The findings emphasize teacher experiences, challenges, and support systems, offering practical strategies that can be adapted by similar institutions globally. This work supports the global trend of democratizing STEM education through robotics.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content of the paper.
It concisely captures both the transformative impact and the framework development focus.

If an alternative is needed for clarity or publication constraints, consider:

“Developing an Educational Robotics Framework: Transformative Integration at Shining Light Academy


	

	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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive. Include a sentence about the key findings or framework model to help readers grasp the outcome.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
The methodology is clearly articulated, particularly the use of qualitative grounded theory, and the data collection methods (interviews, observations, focus groups) are appropriate.

The results are thematically analyzed and linked to literature, and the framework model is derived logically. No major scientific flaws noted.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are generally sufficient and relevant.
The paper cites both foundational works (e.g., Papert, 1980) and recent research (e.g., Lin & Tsai, 2021; Ahmad & Khan, 2020).
	

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


	Partially suitable.
While the core ideas are communicated well, the manuscript would benefit from minor grammatical and editorial revisions to improve scholarly readability. Some colloquial expressions (e.g., “pumunta pa sila dito”) and redundancies should be polished.

A light editing pass is strongly recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	 The visual representation of the framework is missing or not embedded in the submitted file (mentioned as Fig. 2). Including this will greatly enhance understanding.

The conclusion is strong and actionable.

Appendices could be organized more clearly (many pages were blank or misaligned).
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	No ethical concerns observed.
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