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PART 1


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 contributes to the scientific community by addressing a critical gap in understanding the relationship between teachers’ cultural competence and their perceptions of Mother Tongue-Based Multilingual Education (MTB-MLE), particularly within the Philippine educational context. It provides empirical evidence that challenges common assumptions by demonstrating that cultural competence does not significantly influence teachers’ perceptions, thereby highlighting the role of other contextual factors such as institutional support and resources.

Furthermore, the study advances educational research by offering data-driven insights that can inform policy development, teacher training programs, and curriculum implementation in multilingual settings. Its findings also encourage future research to adopt more comprehensive approaches, such as mixed-methods designs, to better capture the complexity of teacher attitudes and practices.
	
































PART  2

	


	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
The title is clear and reflects the main variables of the study, though it could be shortened slightly for sharper focus.
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
The abstract includes the aim, method, results, and conclusion, but it is somewhat dense and would benefit from tighter wording.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 
The keywords are relevant, but some are too broad, and one SDG label appears inaccurate
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
The background is substantial and relevant, though some parts are repetitive and could be better organized for coherence
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
The study purpose is evident, but the objectives and hypotheses could be stated more explicitly in a dedicated section
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
The review is relevant and includes recent sources, although some citations are older and synthesis could be strengthened.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
The quantitative correlational design is appropriate for the research problem and variables examined.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 
Ethical procedures, consent, confidentiality, and approval details are clearly documented.

	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
Results are presented with appropriate statistics, though some explanations are repetitive and could be streamlined

	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
The tables are relevant and necessary, but formatting and labeling could be improved for readability.
	
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
The discussion connects findings to prior studies, though deeper analytical comparison would strengthen the section.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
The conclusions generally align with the findings, especially regarding the non-significant relationship observed.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 
Limitations are implied, but they are not clearly and explicitly discussed in a distinct section.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4 
The references are adequate in number and mostly relevant to the topic, though some formatting inconsistencies are evident.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3 
The manuscript is understandable overall, but it requires language editing for grammar, phrasing, repetition, and sentence structure.
	





	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	

The manuscript addresses an important and timely issue in multilingual education, particularly within the Philippine context, and offers valuable empirical evidence on the relationship between teachers’ cultural competence and their perceptions of Mother Tongue-Based Multilingual Education (MTB-MLE). The study is relevant and methodologically appropriate, and the findings contribute to ongoing discussions on teacher preparedness, policy implementation, and instructional support in linguistically diverse classrooms. However, the manuscript would benefit from further revision to improve grammatical accuracy, clarity of expression, and overall organization. In particular, the introduction and discussion sections may be strengthened through tighter synthesis of the related literature, clearer presentation of the research objectives, and a more explicit discussion of the study’s limitations and implications. Refining these aspects will enhance the scholarly quality and readability of the paper.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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