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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 article is fairly good and it has constructed good sentence, it lacks clarity in some parts. Like introduction, methodology, conclusion etc..
The author declared it original to the best of his/her knowledge. 
However, this paper can be acceptable with major amendments so as to meet, required standards for the article.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable for only teachers or staff of Palawan University in Philippines. Who are aware of the Palawan university mission, vision, and then look at the belief and practices.  
Teachers’ awareness on Palawan theory and practices at Panitian, Sofronio Española, Palawan
	

	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.


	It is not comprehensive as required. 
It misses very salient demands. It would start with the topical statement and the followed by objectives that guided the study, methodology design, paradigm, sampling strategies the methods of data collection and validation. Data analysis, significant contribution, discussions, conclusions and recommendations. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientific to a given extent.  However, this paper requires major revision based on the guidance or format of the journal in order to improve on its quality. When you run tests the way it appears you can be surprised due lack of citations and directions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are inadequate and some are too old to use in a current situation.  Any citation beyond ten years is history.  It is not easy to tell with the writer used APA or Harvard’s type of referencing the Journal needs to guide with the acceptable format.  Too old year’s 2011, 2013, 2014, what was happening in ten years ago today things have changed.
	

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


	It is suitable and communicating. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work coherence, organised, original, and ethical issues were considered in his write-up.  However, this work is Accepted with major amendments to meet the strategic fit.  I congratulate the Author efforts invested into this paper. 
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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