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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.


	1. This manuscript addresses a gap in curriculum research while also providing an evidence-based analysis of how well the Grade 11 Statistics and Probability curriculum aligns with 21st-century skills.

2. It introduces a replicable methodology and framework. This can guide similar evaluations in other subject areas and educational systems.

3. It provides actionable insights for curriculum developers, policymakers, and educators geared towards integrating digital literacy, life skills, and real-world applicability into academic instruction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	As much as the current title is clear and informative, it is slightly long and repetitive. I'd suggest, "Evaluating 21st-Century Skill Integration in the Senior High School Statistics and Probability Curriculum". This title clear, and emphasizes evaluation and integration.
	

	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.


	Areas for improvement:

1. The methodology isn't specific:

It mentioned a qualitative content analysis but didn’t explain the framework or data source clearly in the abstract (i.e., the curriculum guide).

2. While findings are mentioned, use of key figures, for example, 100% alignment, 14.5% technology skills, would improve clarity. I mean, the results were summarized broadly.

3. The conclusion introduced SP21 Enhancement Framework, which is a key contribution and should be mentioned briefly in the abstract.

4. "Enhancement and improvement" is slightly repetitive; it could be streamlined.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It has: 

1. clear research design.

2. a structured approach to analysis. 

3. the results are consistent with global trends and literature on curriculum gaps in 21st-century skills.

4. the citations tend to use reputable sources. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references sufficient and recent. However, most of the references isn't recent. To fix this:

1. use post-pandemic education literature (2021–2024) 

2. more regional Southeast Asian studies (e.g., ASEAN education reforms, EdTech in the Philippines post-COVID) would improve the contextual depth.

Smith, E. (2023). The integration of 21st‑century skills in curriculum design. Frontiers of Educational Review, 5(2), 41. https://doi.org/10.69610/j.fer.20230830

	

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


	The overall language quality of the manuscript is understandable and communicates key ideas clearly, but not completely for scholarly publication. 

For example, occasional subject-verb agreement misuse.

Example (original): “This study is aimed to analyze the alignment of the Grade 11 Statistics and Probability Curriculum to the 21st-century skills.”

This can be re-written as: “This study aims to analyze the alignment of the Grade 11 Statistics and Probability curriculum with 21st-century skills”.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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