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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 contributes meaningfully to the field of educational research, particularly in exploring the intersection of critical media literacy and modern pedagogical strategies. By establishing a statistically significant relationship between teachers' media literacy and their use of new instructional trends, the study offers empirical evidence that could inform teacher training, curriculum design, and policy formation. Its localized context in the Philippines also adds to the body of literature from developing educational systems, presenting findings that are both globally relevant and regionally insightful.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it could be slightly improved for conciseness. The suggested title is “Critical Media Literacy and Adoption of New Teaching Strategies among Public Elementary School Teachers.”
	

	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 provides a concise summary of the study’s purpose, methods, findings, and implications. Minor improvement: consider emphasizing the statistical findings (e.g., R and p-values) in a sentence to further clarify the robustness of results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, statistical tools, and interpretation of results are appropriate and clearly presented. The use of Pearson correlation and multiple regression analysis is justified and well-executed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript cites a wide range of up-to-date and relevant references, including many from 2020–2025. However, there are a few instances of duplicate citations (e.g., Almakaty, 2024 appears twice) that should be cleaned up in the final version.
	

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


	The language is mostly suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sentences are long and would benefit from grammatical tightening for clarity and conciseness. Also, some typographical errors and redundancy (e.g., “project-based learning” repeated) should be revised. See Table 2.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The conceptual framework diagram was presented in the document. Consider clarifying its content. The discussion would be stronger with brief limitations of the study. Tables and statistical results are clear and appropriately labelled.
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