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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.


	This paper provides in-depth insights into the awareness and acceptance of the vision, mission, and educational goals of programs at Davao Oriental State University (DOrSU), which are highly relevant to the academic community. The findings can serve as an important reference in developing more effective educational strategies that are responsive to stakeholder needs. Furthermore, this paper highlights the importance of effective communication between educational institutions and stakeholders, which can enhance collaboration and support for academic goals. Thus, these findings have the potential to enrich academic discussions and best practices in higher education management.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article, " BEED Stakeholders’ Awareness and Acceptance of DOrSU’s Vision, Mission, and Program Educational Objectives," is quite descriptive, but could be improved to better reflect the focus of the study.

Suggested alternative titles:

1. "Evaluation of Awareness and Acceptance of the Vision, Mission, and Goals of Education at Davao Oriental State University: A BEED Program Stakeholder Perspective"

2. "Analysis of Awareness and Acceptance of the Vision, Mission, and Goals of Education at Davao Oriental State University among BEED Stakeholders"
These titles place more emphasis on the evaluation and analysis aspects, providing a clearer picture of the research content.
	

	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.


	This article's abstract already covers key points, such as the research objectives, methods used, and results. However, there are suggestions for improving its clarity and comprehensiveness:

Research Implications: Including a sentence or two about the implications of these findings for educational practice or policy would provide better context for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript appears to meet many scientific criteria, including:

1. Clear Research Objective: The manuscript establishes a specific objective to investigate awareness and acceptance of the vision, mission, and goals of education among stakeholders.

2. Appropriate Research Method: The use of a descriptive-correlational design and appropriate statistical analysis tools, such as ANOVA and Pearson correlation, demonstrates a valid approach to data collection and analysis.

3. Adequate Sample: By involving 299 stakeholders from various categories, the manuscript demonstrates a good effort in encompassing a wide range of perspectives.

4. Conclusions Supported by Data: Conclusions are based on statistical analysis results that demonstrate a relationship between awareness and acceptance, as well as differences between demographic groups.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript appear to cover a wide range of relevant sources and provide a good foundation for the argument. However, there are several points to note:

1. Recency: Authors should ensure that the references used cover the most recent literature, particularly those related to higher education and stakeholder engagement. Some references appear to date from 2015 to 2021; adding more recent sources would improve relevance.

2. Diversity of Sources: Consider including references from various disciplines related to education, psychology, and management to enrich the perspective.

Suggested Additional References:

1. Penuel, W. R., & Gallagher, B. (2021). "Creating Research-Based Strategies for Engaging Stakeholders in Education." Educational Policy.

2. Kahu, E. R., & Nelson, K. (2022). "Student Engagement in Higher Education: A Comprehensive Review." Educational Research Review.

3. Dyer, G., & Dyer, M. (2023). "Strategic Leadership and Stakeholder Engagement in Higher Education." Journal of Higher Education Management.

Adding these more recent and diverse references would have provided additional insights and increased the credibility of the paper.
	

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


	The quality of English in this article is generally good and appropriate for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper demonstrates a strong effort in exploring the awareness and acceptance of the vision, mission, and goals of education at Davao Oriental State University. This research has the potential to make significant contributions to educational practice and institutional management.

Several points are worth noting:

1. Stakeholder Engagement: This study demonstrates the importance of involving various stakeholders in the educational process. This could provide the basis for proposing more effective communication strategies.

2. Recommendations for Further Research: Given the gaps in awareness found among certain groups, further research could focus on ways to increase parent and alumni engagement.

3. The Importance of Communication: This paper underscores that effective communication between educational institutions and stakeholders is crucial for the successful implementation of the vision and mission.

4. Overall, this paper has the potential to enrich the literature on higher education and can be a valuable reference for researchers and practitioners in this field.
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