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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.


	The study documents how a specific university operationalized a Learning Continuity Plan (LCP) during COVID-19 and surfaces the policy–practice gap that often undermines emergency planning. It contributes institution-level evidence from the Philippines and links findings to Sustainable Development Goal 4. The mixed-methods design is appropriate for capturing both implementation status and lived challenges. With stronger reporting on instrument quality, ethics, and analysis, the paper could guide LCP revisions in similar Higher Education Institutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is long, inconsistent in capitalization, and distracts from the focus. Suggested alternative: “Faculty Perceptions of a University Learning Continuity Plan during COVID-19: Implementation Status and Policy Directions at the University of Eastern 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.


	Strengths: state purpose, design, sample size, and key message about the policy-practice gap.
Revision: (1) Report the exact data-collection date and sampling approach (convenience) in
                    the abstract.

                 (2) Remove claims that imply causality; keep to descriptive inference.
                 (3) Include one sentence on qualitative themes and one sentence on concrete policy 
                    implications.

                 (4) Avoid evaluating language such as “robust” unless justified by evidence.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Design: sequential mixed methods is justified. Threats to validity: convenience sampling of 131 faculty members limits generalizability; no response rate is reported; the instrument is “researcher-made” with no evidence of reliability (e.g., Cronbach’s alpha) or validity (content, construct). Measurement: the Likert mapping is unconventional (1 = Strongly Agree = “Very Much Implemented”); this requires clearer justification and sensitivity checks. Analysis: only descriptive statistics are reported; consider confidence intervals or variability (SD) to interpret means and explicitly reconcile the positive quantitative means with the critical qualitative themes (a mixed-methods integration paragraph is needed). Reporting: define all symbols, ensure consistent decimal precision, and verify that “General Weighted Mean” is computed correctly for multi-item scales. Interpretation: claims of “high implementation” should be tempered by documented connectivity, logistics, and assessment problems.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Coverage is generally current (2020–2025) and blends international and local sources. 

Gaps: (1) Cite the specific CHED COVID Advisory No. 7 (full reference) and BOR Resolution No. 14, s. 2020 with an official link.

(2) Provide DOIs or stable URLs for all journal articles if they have. (e.g., BMC Med Educ, Frontiers in Education, IJERPH).
 (3) Standardize author names, capitalization, and italics per APA 7; several entries (e.g., Mondoza 2022; Karalis title case) need correction.
 (4) Remove duplicate or redundant keywords (“COVID-19 Pandemic” appears twice).
	

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


	The manuscript needs careful editing for academic English: fix inconsistent capitalization (e.g., “FACULTY MEMBERS”), subject-verb agreement, spacing, and punctuation. Define acronyms at first use (LCP, HEI, LMS, SDG). Replace “Chart” with “Table” where appropriate, and number tables consistently. Ensure parallel phrasing in headings and tighten long sentences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables 1–3 are useful. Add item counts (k), example items, and reliability for each subscale. In the “Challenges” table, report theme frequencies consistently and explain how coding was conducted (number of coders, intercoder agreement). End with a limitations paragraph and a short “Implications for practice and policy” section that maps recommendations to responsible units, resources, and timelines.
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