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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.


	1. The paper tackles a pressing public health and educational issue in the Philippines: teenage pregnancy and sex education.
2. It offers a nuanced discussion of both the benefits and challenges of Comprehensive Sexuality Education (CSE), highlighting cultural, pedagogical, and systemic factors.
3. The incorporation of direct quotes from teachers adds authenticity and provides rich, contextual insights that quantitative data alone could not capture.

4. The study references key policies (e.g., DepEd Order No. 31) and aligns findings with global and local research, strengthening its credibility.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows a clear structure: abstract, introduction, methodology, results and discussion, conclusion, and recommendations. It flows logically and maintains coherence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The in-text citation style is inconsistent. For instance, sometimes only the last name is used (“Lopez, 2021”), and sometimes authorship is ambiguous. A standard citation style (e.g., APA or Chicago) should be used for consistency.
	

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


	The writing is generally clear, but some sections—especially quotes—veer into overly poetic or editorialized language. For academic rigor, this should be more concise and analytical.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The paper does not acknowledge its limitations (e.g., sample bias, possible response desirability, lack of longitudinal data), which is essential in qualitative research.
2. The study draws exclusively from interviews with seven teachers from one public high school. This narrow focus limits generalizability. It would be stronger if it included perspectives from students, parents, or administrators for triangulation.

3. While quotes are compelling, the study heavily leans on them without deeper thematic synthesis or critical interrogation of contradictions in viewpoints.

4. Thematic analysis is mentioned but not clearly demonstrated. How were themes derived? What codes emerged? Including a sample coding tree or matrix would improve transparency and rigor.
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