
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Global Research in Education and Social Science

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOGRESS_138962

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	STRATEGIC THINKING SKILLS AND GLOBAL COMPETENCE OF PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	This study addresses a critical gap in teacher education by empirically linking strategic thinking skills (system thinking, reframing, reflecting) with global competence in a non-Western context (Philippines). It offers actionable insights for policymakers designing professional development programs to prepare educators for globally interconnected classrooms. The robust methodology (n=144, validated instruments) strengthens its applicability to similar educational settings in developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and accurately reflects the manuscript’s focus. Suggestion: "Strategic Thinking Skills and Global Competence of Elementary Teachers: A Philippine Study."
	

	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 succinctly summarizes objectives, methods, and findings. Suggestions:
1. Specify the levels of strategic thinking/global competence (e.g., mean scores).
2. Clarify sampling method (e.g., "144 teachers selected via simple random sampling").
3. Add practical implications (e.g., "supports targeted teacher training").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methods are appropriate (descriptive-correlational design, Pearson regression). Concerns:
- Ethical approval details (consent, confidentiality) are noted but should be expanded in the methodology.
- Cronbach’s alpha values (0.991, 0.982) suggest potential redundancy; justify or check instrument validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent (2020–2025) and relevant. Add:
- García et al. (2023) on global competence in ASEAN contexts.
- UNESCO (2021) frameworks for teacher global competence.
	

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


	Generally scholarly 
	

	Optional/General comments


	- The conceptual framework (Figure 1) is missing; include or describe it.
- Discuss limitations (e.g., single-district sampling limits generalizability).
- Expand policy recommendations (e.g., how to scale training programs nationally).
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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 detail)
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