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	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.


	By identifying statistically significant gender differences in course enrollment, particularly the underrepresentation of males in Midwifery and the more balanced gender distribution in Engineering, the study offers crucial insights for policymakers, educators, and curriculum designers aiming to promote gender equity. The use of quantitative methods such as Chi-Square and ANOVA further validates the associations between gender and variables like classroom participation, support systems, and academic perceptions, enriching the discourse on gendered experiences in higher education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes , Very well suited 
	

	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.


	No , the abstract needs a little rework. The abstract lacks a clear and structured format, making it difficult to distinguish between the study's background, methodology, findings, and conclusions. The most significant issues not clear  language—such as the confusing phrase “the relationship is married”—and the repeated use of terms like “significant” without any supporting statistical values or context. Additionally, there are no methodological details provided, such as sample size, location, or data collection tools. Important terms are used inconsistently, and the abstract fails to end with a conclusive statement or practical implications. Lastly, grammar and syntax issues further reduce clarity and academic quality. These collectively make the abstract unclear, imprecise, and lacking in the essential components expected in scholarly writing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes , scientifically correct. If the theories of Gender such as Social Role Theory (Eagly, 1987), Gender Schema Theory (Bem, 1981), Expectancy-Value Theory (Eccles et al., 1983), Hegemonic Masculinity Theory (Connell, 1995), Ecological Systems Theory (Bronfenbrenner, 1979) can help better explain the theoretical background of the study 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes references are sufficient 
	

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


	Yes, The language is suitable 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Occidental Mindoro State College (OMSC), Criminology, Information Technology (IT), Midwifery, and Engineering (CIME) should be introduced in the initial paragraph of the Paper which will increase clarity for the full paper reading 
Out of 202 students surveyed, 13 are male and 12 are female. Correct this statement under 3.1 

Table 3, 5 and 6 should be formatted , instead of writing the question directly , formulate affirmative statements and update the tables 
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