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	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.


	The manuscript entitled “English Teachers’ Technological Pedagogical Content Knowledge (TPACK) Competence, Challenges, and Critical Thinking Skills of Grade 10 Students in Secondary Schools in Northern Samar” underscores the vital role of TPACK skills among language educators in fostering students’ critical thinking abilities, particularly in grammar and literature. Recognizing that teachers are central to the educational process, it is imperative to equip them with 21st-century competencies that prepare learners to thrive in a competitive global environment. To achieve this, there must be a sustained effort to enhance teachers’ proficiency in technology-integrated pedagogies through ongoing mentoring, training, and professional development. Moreover, both government and private sectors should take an active role in addressing the challenges and professional development needs of teachers to ensure a more responsive and future-ready education system. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“English Teachers’ Technological Pedagogical Content Knowledge (TPACK) Competence, Challenges, and Critical Thinking Skills of Grade 10 Students in Secondary Schools in Northern Samar”
1. The title is too long. Consider making it more concise and focused to improve readability and impact.

2. The inclusion of the word "Challenges" in the title is misleading. There is no specific methodology or discussion presented in the paper that clearly outlines the challenges faced by teachers. If the study does not explicitly gather or analyze these challenges, it would be more appropriate to remove the term from the title.

3. Should be “among Secondary Schools”. 

4. The mention of “Secondary Schools in Northern Samar” may be unnecessary. Unless the geographical context is central to your research findings or is required by your institution, you might consider omitting it from the title to keep it more streamlined.

5. Suggested titles for improvement:

a. “English Teachers’ Technological Pedagogical Content Knowledge (TPACK) Competence and Critical Thinking Skills of Grade 10 Learners: A Correlational Study”
b. “Exploring the Relationship between English Teachers’ Technological Pedagogical Content Knowledge (TPACK) Competence and Critical Thinking Skills of Grade 10 Learners”
	

	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.


	1. The abstract is too long. 
2. With regards to the content of the abstract, the key components are well-presented with coherence. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound but requires some minor revisions.

1. The Introduction section is written with coherence, emphasizing the importance of English as a second language and the significance of TPACK among language educators in enhancing learners’ critical thinking. The study gaps were clearly presented, supported by concrete evidence from existing studies and literature. However, I did not find any specific justification for conducting this study in secondary schools in Northern Samar, particularly among Grade 10 students. Do you have any local data or prior studies that could serve as a basis for conducting this research? Has anyone in the region or school division assessed and evaluated the TPACK levels of English teachers or the critical thinking levels of Grade 10 students in previous years, prompting you to examine their relationship? I strongly suggest including local literature or statistical data to strengthen the rationale for your study.

2. The discussion of the research design lacks specificity. Please cite reliable sources to justify the appropriateness of your chosen research design for this study.

3. Kindly review whether it is appropriate to refer to independent variables (IV) and dependent variables (DV) in a descriptive-correlational study.

4. The sampling method was not adequately explained. The rationale for employing purposive sampling in selecting the schools should be clearly stated.

5. If random sampling was used in selecting a particular class per school, what was the total population? What was the sample size? What specific sampling method did you apply?

6. Please clarify how you selected the 112 English teachers and 480 Grade 10 students. Why focus on Grade 10 learners and not other grade levels?

7. While you mentioned that the instruments adopted to measure the challenges and TPACK of English teachers had already been validated, please note that adopted instruments should still undergo construct and face validation to ensure their suitability for your specific study and context.

8. Although frequency counts and percentages were used to describe the respondents' profile, no corresponding results were presented in the Results and Discussion section.

9. While you indicated that teachers’ challenges were measured, the data and analysis were not presented.

10. Include a discussion on the implications for teaching and research based on your findings.

The recommendations section should be written in paragraph form rather than as a list.
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	Yes. However, here were references that are too old.
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