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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.


	The study provides a valuable snapshot of the challenges related to School Governing Council (SGC) implementation in a specific region, which will be useful for local educational administrators and policymakers. However, its broader impact is limited by a descriptive analysis that relies heavily on frequency counts. A more in-depth qualitative analysis, exploring the interconnections between the identified themes, would significantly enhance the manuscript's contribution to the wider field of educational governance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the manuscript’s scope and purpose, clearly highlighting the four main analytical dimensions of seasonality, sustainability, gains, and gaps while situating the study within the context of DepEd Camarines Sur, Philippines. This level of specificity allows readers to recognize both the geographical and institutional focus, which is valuable for policy-oriented educational research. The title follows scholarly conventions by being informative, descriptive, and topical. However, it is somewhat long and reads more like a summary than a concise academic title. A shorter and more conceptually focused version would improve readability, keyword visibility, and discoverability.
	

	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 effectively covers the necessary components of a structured summary, including aims, methods, results, and conclusions. However, its primary weakness lies in the 'Results' section, which suffers from a lack of clarity due to an excessive inclusion of detailed statistical data (frequencies and ranks). This practice deviates from the standard convention of presenting findings in a narrative, easily digestible format within an abstract. The main recommendation is to rewrite the results section to synthesize the key findings into a clear and concise narrative, which will significantly enhance the abstract's overall readability and impact for a broad academic audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound. It demonstrates theoretical depth, clear research alignment, and credible findings.

Minor revisions are suggested to clarify analytic procedures, explain frequency derivation, and include brief participant quotations to enhance transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and highly recent.

They are thematically relevant, balanced across foundational and emerging research, and aligned with the study's objectives.

A few strategic additions from UNESCO, comparative education, and governance equity literature would enhance the global and critical depth of the reference base.
· Global perspectives on school-based governance in low-resource contexts:

Gaus, N., & Hall, D. (2016). School-based management in Indonesia: Improving equity and local accountability? Educational Management Administration & Leadership.

Bray, M. (2001). Community Partnerships in Education: Dimensions, Variations, and Implications. UNESCO.

· Comparative studies of SGC-like structures in Southeast Asia or the Global South:

De Grauwe, A. (2005). Improving the Quality of Education through School-Based Management: Learning from International Experiences. UNESCO, IIEP.

· Critical perspectives on participatory governance and equity:

Aikins, A. de-Graft, & Poku, M. K. (2016). Participation and accountability in educational governance: A review of evidence from the Global South. Compare: A Journal of Comparative and International Education.

These additions could be used either in the introduction (for global comparative context) or in the discussion (to critically reflect on limitations or scalability).
	

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


	The manuscript’s English quality is suitable for scholarly communication and publication in an international academic journal.
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