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	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 addresses a highly topical and policy-relevant question: how pupil engagement, teacher and parent support, and compliance interact under mixed distance learning in a low-resource local environment (Bansalan East District). The study examines Grade 6 students during the COVID era and presents empirical evidence from the Philippines on micro-mechanisms that appear to enhance learning continuity. Such context-based studies are essential because they supplement big worldwide surveys by demonstrating how family and school supports emerge in practice and relate to student outcomes at the basic level. If the methodology was strengthened and the interpretation was more cautious, the paper could meaningfully inform district and national education stakeholders about where to invest (teacher support, parent engagement, and targeted interventions) when schools must rely on modular, radio/TV, and low-bandwidth online modalities.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but could be more precise and concise. Suggested alternatives (pick one depending on journal style): 
· Support systems and academic performance of Grade 6 pupils under blended distance learning: Evidence from Bansalan East District, Davao del Sur, Philippines 
· Teacher and parent support, student interest and performance in blended distance learning: A survey of Grade 6 pupils These alternatives clarify the study population, location, and that the design is empirical/correlational.
	

	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, while covering core elements such as aims, methodology, and general findings, would benefit from greater precision, conciseness, and transparency. It currently presents the conclusions in broad terms and at times overstates the strength of associations. A more rigorous abstract should include the key numerical correlation values, their confidence intervals, and the correct interpretation of effect sizes, given that the reported Pearson coefficients (ranging around .20–.27) constitute small to moderate associations rather than strong correlations. The abstract should also briefly address the reliability of the instruments used, such as Cronbach’s alpha values, to strengthen the credibility of the measures. Additionally, a short acknowledgment of limitations—particularly the cross-sectional design, purposive sampling, and self-report biases—would align the abstract with contemporary scholarly standards. Integrating these refinements would make the abstract more balanced, accurate, and aligned with expectations of high-quality empirical work.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the manuscript is conceptually sound and its research question is both relevant and meaningful; however, several methodological issues must be addressed to ensure scientific robustness. The sampling strategy, described as multistage and purposive, raises concerns about representativeness and potential selection bias, requiring explicit justification and fuller description of inclusion criteria and response rates. The measurement validity of the instruments must be strengthened, particularly through reporting internal consistency measures and clarifying how constructs were operationalised. The interpretation of correlation magnitudes needs careful correction, as the use of terms like “strong positive correlation” is misleading and not supported by the statistics presented. Statistical reporting should follow standard scholarly conventions, including replacing “p = 0.000” with “p < 0.001” and providing 95% confidence intervals for all coefficients. The analysis would be significantly strengthened by exploring multivariate approaches, such as multiple regression, to examine unique contributions of each support variable while controlling for potential confounders such as socioeconomic status, prior academic performance, or access to technology. Finally, the manuscript must avoid causal language, given that the design is cross-sectional and correlation-based, and must situate ethical considerations more explicitly.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references selected demonstrate grounding in classical and regional education literature, yet they require integration of more recent works, particularly post-2020 studies on emergency remote teaching, blended learning effectiveness, and parental involvement during the COVID-19 period. Including contemporary UNESCO, World Bank, OECD, and peer-reviewed meta-analyses would significantly strengthen the theoretical and empirical framing. The manuscript would also benefit from citing methodological authorities on effect sizes and statistical interpretation, ensuring that the discussion aligns with internationally accepted standards.


	

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


	On the matter of language and academic writing quality, the manuscript is generally understandable and communicates its findings clearly, but it requires thorough copy-editing to attain the level expected in scholarly publication. Some sections contain lengthy or awkwardly constructed sentences, inconsistent terminology, and typographical irregularities—especially in the tables where scale ranges and descriptors appear misaligned or reversed. Ensuring grammatical precision, stylistic consistency, and standardised statistical notation will greatly enhance clarity and professionalism. A careful edit for tense consistency, conceptual coherence, and terminological precision will further improve the manuscript’s readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has strong potential to contribute substantively to the literature on blended distance learning in elementary education, especially within developing contexts. Yet, to realise this potential, it requires major revisions that enhance methodological transparency, statistical integrity, conceptual precision, and linguistic clarity. With these revisions, the study would not only represent its local context well but also offer transferable insights for policymakers and researchers examining educational resilience, learner support systems, and the future of blended learning in similar socio-economic landscapes.
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