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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 paper contributes meaningfully to the growing literature on teacher well-being and work–life balance, particularly within the underexplored context of single-parent educators in the Philippines. The topic is socially relevant and timely, given the ongoing global discussion about teacher burnout and gendered caregiving responsibilities. It adds localized insight into how family dynamics intersect with educational roles, making it valuable for policymakers and education administrators. However, to enhance its impact, the author could deepen the theoretical anchoring of the findings and integrate cross-national comparative perspectives to broaden its scholarly reach.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately captures the essence of the study, its focus on “dual roles” and the “experiences” of “single-parent teachers.” It is informative and aligned with the qualitative nature of the work. A slightly improved alternative could be:
“Balancing Classroom and Caregiving: Lived Experiences of Single-Parent Teachers in the Philippines.”
This phrasing may make it more specific to context and appealing to international readers.
	

	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 covers key components: objectives, methods, findings, and implications. However, it could be tightened to avoid redundancy and improve flow. For example, the section discussing “themes” could briefly mention only the most significant findings, while methodological details like sample and location could be shortened. The last two lines should more strongly emphasize how the findings contribute to existing educational policy and teacher welfare discourse.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically coherent, and the phenomenological approach is suitable for the stated objectives. The methodology follows Creswell’s framework effectively, and ethical standards are adequately addressed. However, the “Results and Discussion” section reads more like a descriptive narrative than a critical interpretation. The author should strengthen the analysis by connecting participant insights more explicitly to theoretical models of work–family conflict or resilience theory. Additionally, the section titles could be more analytical rather than purely descriptive (e.g., “Emotional Exhaustion and Role Overload” instead of “Mental, Emotional and Physical Exhaustion”). The study would also benefit from a clear conceptual framework section early in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are current and well-cited, with several sources from 2020–2024. However, some references are more contextual than theoretical. Inclusion of more global literature on single-parent educators and comparative qualitative studies could strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, there are occasional grammatical inconsistencies and overly long sentences that could be simplified. A light professional language editing will help ensure smoother readability, especially for international audiences. Paragraph transitions could also be refined to improve narrative flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript demonstrates commendable effort and empathy toward the target population.

2. The inclusion of participants’ voices adds authenticity, but direct quotations from interviews should be used more frequently to enrich the phenomenological tone.

3. Figures (e.g., thematic frameworks) could be more concise, with explanatory captions.

4. The Insights of Single-Parent Teachers section should end with a stronger synthesis highlighting practical implications for school management and teacher-support programs.

5. Overall, the study is promising but requires better analytical integration between themes and theory.
The study is valuable, relevant, and methodologically sound but would benefit from stronger theoretical integration, critical discussion, and minor language editing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	None observed. The study clearly outlines informed consent procedures, confidentiality assurances, and adherence to ethical research standards. The ethical section is transparent and well-written.
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