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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely issue in higher education: the intersection of digital leadership and faculty digital literacy. With the accelerated adoption of technology in education due to the COVID-19 pandemic, understanding the role of academic leadership in shaping digital capabilities has become crucial. The study contributes valuable empirical insights from a localized Philippine university system, helping to fill a gap in literature focused on institutional-level dynamics in digital transformation. The findings have broader implications for policy formulation, capacity-building, and leadership development in similar educational settings globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflective of the study’s focus.
Alternative suggestion (if brevity is preferred):
“Digital Leadership of Academic Deans and Faculty Digital Literacy in Philippine Higher Education”
	

	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 comprehensive, clearly outlining the research objective, methodology, key findings, and implications.
Suggestions:
· Mention the exact statistical result (e.g., correlation coefficient) to support the statement of no significant relationship.

· Consider shortening the explanation of the methodology to allocate more space to key findings and implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is appropriate (descriptive-correlational), the sampling is justified, and statistical tools such as Pearson correlation are appropriately applied. The discussion and conclusions align logically with the data presented.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include several recent sources (2020–2024), especially from peer-reviewed journals.
Suggestions:
· One citation (“Hamzah, 2021”) is incomplete; full reference details should be added.

· Consider including more region-specific studies or recent literature on post-pandemic digital leadership in education to enhance contextual depth.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable for scholarly communication. However, a few grammatical issues and awkward phrasings exist. The use of ChatGPT for paraphrasing is acknowledged, which helped in readability, but a final manual proofreading pass is recommended for scholarly polish.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 The paper's structure is logical and well-organized.

 Tables are clearly presented and interpreted.

 Adding a brief limitations section and suggesting directions for future research would strengthen the conclusion.

 The study would benefit from more nuanced discussion of mediating factors such as institutional culture or peer mentoring that may influence faculty digital literacy.

The manuscript is relevant, well-structured, and addresses a timely topic in higher education. The methodology is appropriate and clearly described, and the data analysis is sound. The study contributes meaningfully to the literature on digital leadership and literacy, especially within a localized context.

However, minor revisions are needed:
•
Strengthen language polish for scholarly tone.

•
Complete missing references and slightly condense the abstract.
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