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	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 manuscript contributes meaningfully to the increasing body of research on communication competencies and professional collaboration among public school educators, especially in underserved regions. The focus on the relationship between communication aptitudes and shared association structure among teachers in a rural Philippine district fills an important gap in localized educational research. It offers practical implications for professional development and educational leadership, making it relevant for both academic and policy-making audiences.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is specific, clear, and appropriate according to the scope of the study.

Suggested alternative:

“Communication Aptitudes and Collegial Relationships Among Public Elementary School Teachers in the Philippines” – for a slightly broader academic reach.


	

	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 captures the key aspects of the study—objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, a few grammatical corrections are needed. For instance:

“domains of communication aptitudes is significantly influence…” should be corrected to “are a significant influence…”
Also, consider briefly mentioning the geographical scope (Paquibato District, Davao City) for clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is methodologically sound, with appropriate use of correlational design, universal sampling, and valid instruments. Statistical tools (Pearson r, regression) are correctly applied and interpreted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are both recent and relevant, drawing from international and national sources.
Suggestion: Remove the duplicate entry of Saddique & Raja (2022) and ensure all links are accessible.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear and scholarly, though a few grammatical and syntactic errors persist. Minor editing is recommended for fluency, especially in the abstract and conclusion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some relevant comments are 

· The table heading in Section 3.4 refers incorrectly to “Feedback Mechanism”; it should be corrected to “Shared Association Structure”.

· Consider elaborating on the implications of findings for educational policy, particularly in rural contexts.

· The conceptual framework should be explained more clearly in the text for better theoretical grounding.
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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 detail)
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