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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.


	This manuscript addresses a timely and policy-relevant topic-the initial implementation of the MATATAG curriculum in the Philippines-through a qualitative case study approach. The study contributes to the understanding of teachers’ adaptation processes, resource constraints, and professional development needs within educational reform contexts. The research holds significance for educational policymakers, teacher-training institutions, and curriculum developers, as it highlights practical insights and context-specific challenges that can inform future curriculum adjustments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the scope and nature of the 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 is generally well-written, summarizing the study’s objectives, methods, and major findings. However, it could be improved by:
· Including specific methodological details (e.g., number of participants, type of qualitative analysis).

· Shortening some descriptive phrases to enhance conciseness and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-organized, with relevant literature and a coherent analytical structure. Nevertheless, several areas need refinement:

Methodology: The sampling procedure and justification are sound, but the description of the analytical process (thematic analysis or coding method) should be expanded to ensure transparency and replicability.

Results and Discussion: While rich in participant quotations, some sections would benefit from more concise synthesis linking findings to theoretical constructs.
Conclusions: The implications could be structured into three dimensions—pedagogical, institutional, and policy-level—to strengthen impact and clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes up-to-date sources.

	

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


	Generally, yes. The manuscript uses academic English and maintains a formal tone. Minor grammatical inconsistencies, repetitive phrasing, and typographical errors (especially in quoted passages) should be corrected during copyediting. A light professional language review is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper provides valuable qualitative insights into how teachers navigate educational reforms under the MATATAG curriculum. Its strengths lie in the clarity of purpose, integration of theory, and detailed participant narratives. To further enhance academic quality, the author(s) may elaborate on the data analysis process and how themes were derived, strengthen the discussion’s link to Transformative Learning Theory by illustrating teachers’ reflective transformation stages, reorganize the Results and Discussion for brevity and thematic coherence.
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