Editor’s Comment:
This is a major revision that directly and effectively addresses most of the
critical points raised by the reviewer. Below, I detail point by point how the
revised version responds to each of the five categories evaluated in the report.

1. Originality
Critique: The topic is not novel; there are multiple similar recent studies in the
Philippines (Canuto 2024, Labay 2025, etc.). It only offers local value (Don
Marcelino District, GIDA rural area).

How the revised version aligns:
The local focus is maintained, but the justification for the gap is explicitly
strengthened in the introduction: “few studies examine this relationship at the
elementary level in geographically isolated and disadvantaged areas (GIDA)
[…] rural districts such as Don Marcelino.”

The same studies mentioned by the reviewer (Canuto, Labay, Cortez &
Ponsades, Montebon & Dayaganon, Soncio et al., Bual, Danao et al., Dacles,
Philippines & Oco) are incorporated and cited to better position the work as a
regional case study that provides baseline data in an understudied context.

Result: A notable improvement in the justification of the local contribution (it
goes from “Moderate to Low” to a more robust contribution within its regional
scope).

2. Methodology
Main criticisms: Incorrect labeling (“non-experimental, causal-comparative”).
Claims of “causality” or “influence” → methodological overreach.
Lack of clarity regarding who assessed the learners’ skills (high risk of
common-method bias).

How the revised version is aligned:

The design is completely corrected: it now states “descriptive-correlational
research design” and is properly explained.
All causal language is removed from the abstract, results, and discussion.
Instead, “associated,” “relationship,” and “corresponds to” are used
consistently. 
 
 

In the Research Subjects section, the following is added: “The assessment of
learners’ 21st-century skills was based on teachers’ ratings of their students’
observed classroom behaviors. This approach may introduce commonmethod
bias…
This
limitation
is
acknowledged…”



Result:
This
was
the
most
serious
point
(“Weak,
with
serious
flaws”).
This
is

now
fully
resolved.



3.
Solidity
and
Reliability
of
the
Data
/
Instruments

Main
criticisms:
The
validity
and
reliability
of
the
adapted
instruments
were
not

reported,
Lack
of
pilot
testing,
Cronbach's
alpha,
etc.,
Absence
of
a
Limitations

section.



How
the
revised
version
is
aligned:



A
full
paragraph
is
added
to
the
Research
Instruments
section:

Review
by
three
experts
(content
validity).

Pilot
test
with
20
teachers
from
a
neighboring
district.

Cronbach's

alpha: 0.91 (pedagogical performance) and 0.88 (21st-century
skills) → “high reliability”.

The common-method bias is explicitly acknowledged, and the limitation is
mentioned in the methodology section.

Result: Although there is no separate section titled “Limitations” at the end of
the article (as the reviewer requested for version 1), the main limitation is
openly discussed in the methodology section and revisited in the discussion
and conclusion. Result: This critical point is substantially improved (from
“Weak, with serious flaws” to acceptable).

4. Contribution of New Knowledge
Main criticisms: Confirmatory, without a new model or causal evidence. Only
provides local data.

How the revised version aligns:

The revised version acknowledges that it is a confirmatory study and does not
claim causality. 
 
 
It emphasizes its value as evidence from an understudied rural district and
explicitly 
identifies 
local gaps 
(family engagement and 
information/media/technology skills).
The conclusion is more cautious and realistic.

Result: The nature of the study remains unchanged (it is still confirmatory), but
it is presented more honestly and contextually.

5. Contribution to the Community in Its Area of Interest
Main critique: Relevant to local DepEd, but weakened by methodological
flaws, outdated references, and writing problems.

How the revised version aligns:

The references are updated and expanded (many from 2024-2025).

Wording and consistency issues in the interpretation tables have been
corrected (the terms “Sometimes Manifested” and “Very High Extent” are now
combined with Likert scales).
The practical approach for teachers and administrators in rural areas has been
maintained.

Result: Local input is strengthened.
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Conclusions: This revised version represents a professional and
thorough response to the reviewer's feedback; it is recommended for
acceptance. 
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