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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 study is important for the scientific community as it provides empirical evidence of the relationship between knowledge and utilization of differentiated instruction (DI) among social studies teachers. The findings contribute to the existing literature by highlighting that while teachers have a very high level of knowledge and utilization of DI, there is only a moderately positive correlation between the two. The research also provides insights for policymakers and educational stakeholders to develop suitable interventions and professional development programs to improve DI practices. It addresses a gap in research regarding the frequency of DI implementation and its relationship with teacher knowledge and experience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, 

Title reflects the study's focus, which is to determine the relationship between the knowledge and utilization of DI among social study teachers in Philippines. 
	

	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.
	Abstract is commendable 

It clearly states the research's purpose, design, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. The abstract provides a clear overview of the study. Great! 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a suitable descriptive correlational design and a well-described quantitative methodology. The results are clearly presented and discussed in the context of existing literature. Ethical considerations were also properly addressed.

I like the presentation of the data. It looks like perfect piece for me. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes

There are sufficient references from 2010 till 2024. 
	

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


	The quality of the language is acceptable, and it clearly discusses the findings. However, the author may revisit the manuscript before submitting the final version for publication, as there are a few ambiguous sentences and some minor grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please re-read your manuscript and correct any spelling and grammatical errors. Scientifically, this manuscript looks great.
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