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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 significantly to the growing field of educational psychology by exploring how two key psychological constructs—cognitive flexibility and grit—influence adaptive teaching practices. In the context of public elementary education, particularly in resource-constrained regions, the ability of teachers to adapt their practices is critical to ensuring inclusive and effective learning environments. By focusing on a region-specific case in the Philippines, the study adds empirical depth to a global discourse often dominated by Western perspectives. The findings have practical implications for teacher training programs and policy interventions aimed at improving instructional responsiveness and resilience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is accurate and clearly reflects the key variables and population under study.
	

	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 provides a solid overview of the study, including objectives, methodology, results, and key conclusions. However:

· It could be improved by explicitly stating the statistical tools used (e.g., correlation and regression).

· Avoid unclear terms like “very extensive” without defining the measurement scale.

· Mention the specific context (e.g., public elementary schools in the Philippines) early in the abstract for better contextual framing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate and methodologically sound. The use of a descriptive-correlational design, with appropriate sampling, validated instruments, and statistical analysis (e.g., Pearson correlation and multiple regression), strengthens its credibility. Results are clearly interpreted, with theoretical and empirical grounding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript draws from a well-balanced mix of international and local literature, with numerous citations from 2020–2025. The theoretical frameworks and recent empirical studies used to support the analysis are appropriate.
	

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


	Mostly Yes, but minor revisions are recommended.

· The writing is generally coherent and readable.

· Some repetitive phrases and overly long sentences can be condensed for clarity.

· Occasional grammatical and typographical inconsistencies should be corrected through proofreading.
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