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	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.


	The manuscript presents the acceptance level of the teachers to teaching sex education in the curriculum. This illustrates that teachers are supporting it but must require formal training for them to be confident in teaching it. Yes, confidence is needed in teaching and can only be achieved when teachers are equipped with the right ideas, guidelines, and clear framework. This must be disseminated to the concerned agency for them to have better plans and perspectives before its implementation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable 
	

	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.


	“Age, Gender”, must be in small letters.
“This study used the adopted research questionnaire Kruskall-Wallis H and Mann-Whitney U, to treat the data statistically” this statement is written poorly.

Age and gender are common nouns, so must not be capitalized.

The whole sentence must be improved to be understood clearly by the reader for “Kruskall-Wallis H and Mann-Whitney U” are not research questionnaires, they are statistical tests.

The abstract needs improvement in each presentation and sentence structure to showcase the whole substance of the paper.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· In the introduction, sentence 3 is too long and too complex to understand

· In the intro, sentence 4 “Zhuravleva and Helmer [4] on including sex education throughout several categories” has no supporting texts.
· The transition of one paragraph shows less coherence between paragraph 2 and 3
· Inconsistent structure of the objectives such as in number 3

· There was no declaration of the research design used
· Broken Table 1

· Table 1. Table for Interpretation for Acceptance Level has no reference

· Broken Table 2
· Poor discussion of Table 2

· Sentence 3 must be revised to further convey the true substance of the statement. 

· Sentence 4 left unsupported, it must mention the “several categories” for the reader to comprehend the details of these categories.

· The transition of one paragraph to next must be observed and must present the continuity and fluidity of thoughts and concepts. There is a need to revisit these paragraphs in the introduction and improve further.

· Number 3 objective must be of the same structure with that of the rest (1&2)

· The research design must be mentioned and the reasons of using it

· Table 1 must be found in one page as much as possible for ease of use among the readers

· Must insert citation for Table 1. Table for Interpretation for Acceptance Level if adopted

· Table 2 must be repaired for ease of reference and visibility

· The discussion of results of Table 2 must be substantial and NOT a repetition of what has been presented in it. Need to discuss the implications of the data in Table 2.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and recent. However, must reduce the font size to be uniformed with the body, might remove the underline and colour blue to be appear clean.
Make the font size uniform with that of the body and must polish the whole reference presentation
	 

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


	The language is good. But needs grammar checking.
Need to observe the correct grammar and usage, as well as the improvement of the sentence structure.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Need to revisit and refine some portions  of the manuscript for further improvements
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