Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJARR_138292

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	TECHNOLOGY INTEGRATION OF TEACHERS IN THE DIVISION OF NORTHERN SAMAR  

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Importance of this manuscript to the scientific community:
This manuscript provides timely and region-specific insights into the technology integration levels among public secondary school teachers in Northern Samar, Philippines. Given the increasing emphasis on ICT in education, especially post-pandemic, the findings contribute valuable empirical evidence to support policy formulation, teacher training, and infrastructure development. The study’s use of the TPACK framework enhances its theoretical relevance, while its data-driven approach offers actionable insights for improving digital pedagogy in underserved areas.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is appropriate and descriptive of the study’s content. However, it could be slightly refined for clarity:
Suggested title: Technology Integration among Public Secondary School Teachers in Northern Samar: A TPACK-Based Assessment


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications well. To improve clarity:

· Consider rewording the long sentence beginning with “Significant relationships were found…” for improved readability.

· The mention of TPACK in the abstract should align precisely with how it is operationalized in the study (i.e., which dimensions are emphasized more significantly).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The descriptive-correlational design is appropriate for the objectives. The application of the TPACK framework is well-justified, and statistical analyses (correlation) are appropriate and clearly reported. The tables are well-structured, and interpretations align with the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
Yes, the references are generally sufficient, with most being from 2022–2025, which ensures contemporary relevance. The use of both government documents and academic sources is balanced and appropriate. However, consider integrating more peer-reviewed empirical studies beyond Philippine contexts to situate the findings within a broader discourse.
	

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


	
The manuscript is mostly well-written and understandable. Minor grammatical and syntactical refinements could improve flow. For example:

· Replace “This implies…” with “This suggests…” in academic writing.

· Be cautious of redundancy in the discussion and conclusion sections.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is relevant and well-structured. Its focus on underserved rural educational contexts adds to its practical significance. Including a recommendations section would further strengthen the manuscript’s utility for policymakers and education stakeholders.
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