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	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 study provides valuable insight into how demographic variables influence educators' pedagogical capabilities in public elementary schools. It emphasizes the significant role of age and teaching experience in shaping professional knowledge, instructional skills, personal attributes, and ethical standards. By identifying gaps in competencies among younger and less experienced teachers, the study offers evidence-based recommendations for professional development and mentoring. These findings contribute meaningfully to the literature on teacher development, especially in the context of developing countries and under-resourced school systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, clearly reflecting the content and methodology of the study. However, for clarity and conciseness, consider the following slight revision:

“Demographic Influences on Educators’ Pedagogical Capabilities: A Multivariate Study in Philippine Public Elementary Schools”


	

	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 and captures the scope, methodology, and key findings of the study well. However, it can be improved by:

· Reducing redundancy (e.g., repetition of “significantly” and detailed statistics).

· Rephrasing for clarity, especially in summarizing the implications.

Suggested addition:

· Include a clearer summary of the method used (e.g., descriptive-comparative design, statistical tools) and a concise conclusion that ties findings to practical applications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The use of statistical tools like ANOVA, t-tests, and post-hoc analysis is appropriate for research questions. The methodology is clearly described, and the interpretation of data is consistent with the evidence presented. The link to pedagogical theories (e.g., Shulman’s PCK) is a strong conceptual support.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent (2020–2024), which is commendable. However, the inclusion of some sources from less reputable or unclear origins (e.g., conference proceedings or non-indexed journals) should be reconsidered or balanced with peer-reviewed journal articles. A few classic foundational works are cited effectively (e.g., Shulman, Tschannen-Moran), which enhances the theoretical framework.


	

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


	The English is generally acceptable for scholarly communication, but there are areas that require improvement. Occasional grammatical errors, overly long sentences, and awkward phrasing may reduce clarity. The manuscript would benefit from a professional English editing service to polish sentence flow and ensure consistency in tense and structure.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic and uses an appropriate and well-implemented methodology to examine important educational questions. The data is well-analyzed and interpreted, and the discussion is grounded in both empirical evidence and theory. While the overall quality is strong, the manuscript needs:

· Minor revisions to language and flow..

· Possible refinement of some references for scholarly rigor.
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