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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript contributes timely empirical data on the relationship between futuristic leadership and participatory governance in Philippine elementary education, a relatively underexplored context in international educational leadership literature. Its relevance lies in addressing how transformational leadership domains (e.g., inspirational motivation, contextualized consideration) relate to governance issues like resource use and decision-making. The topic is critical given the global trend toward participatory education reform and decentralized school governance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is both accurate and descriptive. No change needed.
	

	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.


	Partially. The abstract summarizes the aim, methodology, and findings, but suffers from grammatical issues and lacks clarity.

Suggestions:

· Revise grammar (e.g., “the level of on futuristic leadership practices…” → “the level of futuristic leadership practices…”).

· Include clearer mention of method (“a correlational design with 131 teacher participants…”).

· Quantify key results (e.g., “mean = 3.46”) to strengthen data-driven impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the quantitative design is appropriate for the research aims. However, the statistical interpretation contains minor flaws:

· The Pearson r and regression values are small (e.g., r = 0.061), indicating weak correlation, despite being described as “high.”

· A critical misstatement: “computed value is higher than tabular value” lacks correct statistical logic. The p-value or F-test significance should be directly reported instead.

Recommendation: Re-analyze or clarify interpretations; correct technical claims for statistical rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Mostly. The manuscript contains over 20 citations, several from 2022–2025, supporting its credibility.

Suggestions:

· Streamline overly general sources (e.g., remove redundant citations of dissertation-level or regional-only papers unless uniquely justified).

· Consider adding comparative literature from other ASEAN countries or from international education policy (e.g., OECD, UNESCO).
	

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


	Needs improvement.

Examples:

· “It was concluded that the level of on futuristic leadership practices…” → grammatically incorrect.

· “The scoring were be implemented…” → verb tense error.

· Awkward phrasing in sections like “This indicates that the participatory good governance...to a compelling management for their works.”

Recommendation: A thorough language editing is needed for publication. Suggest editorial polishing or proofreading by a fluent academic editor.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Strengths: Clear conceptual framework and real-world applicability in school leadership.

  Areas to improve: Grammar, statistical reporting, specificity in policy implications.

The manuscript is relevant to contemporary educational leadership and contributes empirical evidence on the role of futuristic leadership in participatory governance. However, statistical claims need clarification, and extensive English editing is required to enhance readability and credibility. I recommend major revision with encouragement to resubmit.
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