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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 can contribute to the scientific community especially considering that indigenous knowledge is often neglected when it can actually be of scientific relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Title is suitable in this context but could be phrased as: IMPLEMENTATION OF INDIGENOUS PEOPLES KNOWLEDGE (IPEK) IN LOWER CALANASAN DISTRICT. I suggest removing the word Education and use Knowledge
	

	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.


	I suggest the abstract be written without the subheading as continuous paragraph.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article may be scientifically relevant if issues raised are addressed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are sufficient, most of them are older than ten years. Also, there are inconsistences in reference formats for example, some names are correctly written in the format Vermut, J.D. (2014) and other others are incorrect eg Steinhauer, E. 2002.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript has some issues within text that have been indicated within the document.
This manuscript needs some revisions.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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