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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	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 is significant as it explores the attitudes, challenges, and instructional competence of multigrade teachers in island schools. It provides valuable insights into how educators adapt to diverse learning needs despite limited resources. The findings can guide teacher training, curriculum design, and policy development to strengthen instructional practices in multigrade settings. Overall, the study enriches the discourse on equity and context‑responsive education in marginalized communities. 
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	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
	

	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
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
2
	

	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
	

	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
	

	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
	

	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
	

	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
	
No
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	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


	

3
	

	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
	
3
	

	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
	
2
	

	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
	

	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
	

	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
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	The title of the article appears suitable because it directly reflects the focus and scope of the study. It clearly emphasizes the exploration of multigrade teachers’ experiences within the specific context of island schools, which signals both the subject (multigrade teaching) and the setting (geographically isolated island schools). This makes the title informative, precise, and aligned with the research objectives. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	The abstract is already comprehensive, but it can be improved for clarity, flow, and impact. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct because it uses an appropriate qualitative design to study the experiences of multigrade teachers in island schools. The use of Interpretative Phenomenological Analysis (IPA) and Focus Group Discussions and Thematic analysis is properly applied, and the findings are consistent with the study’s objectives. To improve, the manuscript could provide clearer details on participant selection, data credibility, and links to broader educational theories. Overall, it is sound and contributes meaningful insights, though refining methodological reporting would make it stronger.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	The references in the manuscript are sufficient, but they can be made stronger by adding recent local studies from Samar and nearby provinces to highlight regional realities. For instance, Casane’s study on multigrade teaching showed that teachers in remote schools often face heavy workloads, resource scarcity, and professional isolation, yet they cope through resilience, creativity, and collaboration with their communities. 

Casane, Lea L. 2025. “Instructional Competence, Professional and Personal Characteristics of Teachers in Multigrade Classes”. Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 51 (5):817-29. https://doi.org/10.9734/ajess/2025/v51i51962.

Casane, L. (2024). Teacher's Attitude and Challenges in Teaching Multi-Grade Classes. International Journal of Advanced Research in Education and Society (IJARES).

	

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	
No
	



[bookmark: _Hlk228530400]PART 3

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


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
It is suggested that the Objectives of the Study be placed immediately after the Introduction and before the Methodology section, rather than within the literature review. This adjustment will provide a clearer flow of the manuscript, ensuring that readers understand the purpose and direction of the research before engaging with the methodological details. Additionally, the Scope and Limitations of the study should be positioned under the Methodology section to maintain proper organization and coherence. This structure will strengthen the overall presentation and readability of the paper. 

It is also suggested to consistently indicate and cite recent studies published between 2020 and 2026 throughout the manuscript. Doing so will strengthen the relevance and timeliness of the research, highlight contemporary findings, and ensure that the discussion reflects current realities in the field.
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