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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 field of educational research by demonstrating how digital story mapping can enhance historical retention in Araling Panlipunan, a subject where students often show low performance and interest. The findings provide practical evidence that integrating technology with meaningful learning theories can improve engagement and comprehension in content-heavy subjects. This study is particularly important for teachers, curriculum developers, and policymakers seeking effective pedagogical innovations in elementary education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and directly reflects the content of the study. A minor suggestion would be: “Enhancing Historical Retention in Fifth Grade Araling Panlipunan through Digital Story Mapping” for smoother readability.
	

	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 is clear and includes the research objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it can be slightly refined by briefly mentioning theoretical grounding (Ausubel’s theory) and the sample size/setting earlier to provide a more structured overview.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design (one-group pre-test/post-test), statistical analysis (t-test, Cohen’s d), and conclusions are appropriate and logically presented. The discussion effectively connects the results with relevant theories and prior studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are sufficient, recent, and relevant, with most ranging from 2015–2024. A few more regional/Philippines-based empirical studies on digital tools in Araling Panlipunan could be added for further contextual grounding.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is generally well-written and coherent. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	 The study is relevant, timely, and well-conducted.

The methodology could benefit from including a control group in future studies to strengthen causal claims.

Figures, tables, and statistical data are well-presented.
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