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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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely issue in educational research, particularly in the context of technology integration and teacher professional development in resource-constrained elementary schools. By examining the combined effects of digital literacy, collaborative learning, and teacher self-efficacy on instructional effectiveness, the study contributes to a more holistic understanding of teacher effectiveness beyond single-variable approaches. The use of a mixed methods design strengthens the explanatory power of the findings by integrating statistical relationships with teachers’ lived experiences. Moreover, the focus on a Philippine elementary school context adds valuable empirical evidence to the limited body of literature from Southeast Asia, offering insights that may inform policy, practice, and future comparative studies. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the main variables, research approach, and target participants of the study. It is informative and aligns well with the manuscript content.

However, the title is relatively long and could be refined for conciseness and academic sharpness.

Suggested alternative titles:

1. Digital Literacy, Collaboration, and Teacher Self-Efficacy as Predictors of Instructional Effectiveness: A Mixed Methods Study in a Philippine Elementary School

or 
2. Examining the Role of Digital Literacy, Collaborative Learning, and Teacher Self-Efficacy in Elementary Instructional Effectiveness
	

	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 covers the background, purpose, variables, methodology, and potential contributions of the study. However, it is too lengthy, narrative, and informal for a scholarly abstract. Several sentences use conversational language (e.g., “honestly,” “I think,” “that’s the hypothesis anyway”), which is not appropriate for academic writing.

Suggestions:

Shorten the abstract to approximately 150–250 words, depending on the journal guidelines.

Remove first-person expressions and subjective phrases.

Clearly structure the abstract to include:

(1) research gap,

(2) research purpose,

(3) methodology (mixed methods, participants, instruments),

(4) key quantitative findings, and

(5) main implications.

Explicitly state major results rather than expected outcomes or hypotheses.

Also make it in 1 paragraph. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in design and logic, and the research questions, hypotheses, and analytical methods are aligned. The mixed methods approach is appropriate for addressing both statistical relationships and contextual experiences.

Nevertheless, there are several methodological concerns that should be addressed:

(1) The sample size is very small (approximately 7–12 teachers), which raises questions about the robustness of inferential statistics such as regression and ANOVA. This limitation should be more explicitly acknowledged and statistically justified.

(2) There are inconsistencies in participant numbers (e.g., estimated population of 7 teachers vs. tables showing N = 12).

(3) Some sections (e.g., Research Design and Statistical Analysis) contain repetitions that should be streamlined.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally adequate and relevant, with a good balance of foundational theories (e.g., Bandura, Hattie) and applied educational technology research. Many references fall within the last 5–7 years, which supports the manuscript’s relevance.

However, there are notable issues:

(1) Several references are duplicated with slightly different titles and DOIs (e.g., Dela Cruz & Tolentino, 2020; Delgado & Cruz, 2022; Villanueva et al., 2021).
(2) Some journals and DOIs appear questionable or possibly fabricated, which should be carefully verified.
(3) The manuscript would benefit from adding recent international studies (2021–2025) from high-impact journals such as Computers & Education, Teaching and Teacher Education, or Educational Technology Research and Development focusing on post-pandemic digital pedagogy.
	

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


	The English quality is moderate but not yet suitable for scholarly publication. While the main ideas are understandable, there are frequent issues related to:

(1) Informal and conversational tone (especially in the abstract),

(2) Grammatical inaccuracies and inconsistent tense use,

(3) Redundancy and wordiness,

(4) Inconsistent academic style across sections.

Substantial language editing or professional proofreading is strongly recommended to meet international journal standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has strong potential and addresses an important topic in contemporary education, particularly within developing and resource-limited contexts. To enhance its publishability, the authors should focus on improving academic rigor, tightening the abstract, resolving methodological inconsistencies, and refining the language. Strengthening the discussion by more critically engaging with international literature rather than mainly confirming prior findings would also improve the manuscript’s contribution. With careful revision, this study could make a meaningful addition to the literature on teacher effectiveness and digital pedagogy in elementary education.
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