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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.


	The study is a valuable resource as it provides empirical data about how Learning Action Cells are put into practice and the skills (competence) of the teachers leading these groups. It also gives detailed quantitative findings about the different steps of LAC implementation based on real-world examples. Notably, the findings helped create a specific action plan based on what the study found needed improvement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title directly states the main focus, defines context, and highlights the study’s outcome or purpose. Another suggestion for a title is the inclusion of the competence aspect with this: ASSESSING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF SCHOOL-BASED LEARNING ACTION CELLS AND THE COMPETENCE OF LAC LEADERS AND FACILITATORS IN BANAYOYO-LIDLIDDA SECONDARY SCHOOLS TOWARDS A CONTEXTUALIZED LAC ENHANCEMENT PLAN
	

	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 current abstract contains the essential information about the study. If additional details could be considered, it would include the overall descriptive competence rating to enhance its comprehensiveness.
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	Yes, the methodology is appropriate. There is alignment of core aspects of the study with established scientific practices for this empirical study.
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	The 21 distinct references are already enough, having both policy documents and recent Philippine studies, supporting the defined local context.
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	Yes, the language and English quality appear suitable for scholarly communication. The overall impression is having a well-written tone, structure, and meets the standards for publication.
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	The manuscript is scientifically sound.
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