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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 article presents a timely and relevant exploration of Arnis education in Philippine higher education, highlighting its cultural and pedagogical significance. 

· It is well-organized and informative.
· It contributes to the advancement of culturally grounded education and supports national efforts to sustain indigenous knowledge and identity through formal education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title - A Review on the Status of Arnis Education in Higher Education Institutions: Input for Curricular Enhancements
· Suggestion: “Input for Curricular Enhancements” could be phrased more academically, for example, “Implications for Curriculum Development” or “Towards Curriculum Improvement.”
	

	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.


	· Clearly summarizes purpose, method, and findings. Identifies practical implications for curricular enhancement.

· Remove redundancy, add specificity on sampling and findings.

· The abstract repeats parts of the methodology twice (“This study utilized a qualitative research design…”).

· Lacks specific evidence such as (e.g., number of HEIs reviewed, data timeframe).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Suggestion: Specify data sources, participant profiles, duration of observation, and data analysis process (e.g., thematic coding steps, triangulation).
· Thematic analysis is mentioned in the abstract but not systematically applied or illustrated – Suggestion: Present a coding matrix or example of how themes were derived.

· The methodology section identifies a qualitative research design using document analysis and classroom observation, which is appropriate for exploring the implementation and curricular aspects of Arnis education. However, the description lacks specificity, systematic detail, and methodological justification. Need to improve on the methodology section.
· There is minimal engagement with educational theory or prior research that frames Arnis education pedagogically.
· Integrate visual summaries such as table comparing HEIs’ Arnis practices
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Title of an article should be in sentence case, not title case. For example; Don, A. G., Manera, A., & Santos, S. (2025). Reviving the past, teaching the future: The role of Philippine cultural heritage in curriculum development. International Journal on Culture, History, and Religion
	

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


	· Overall, the language quality is good at the conceptual level but needs refinement 

· Inconsistent capitalization (e.g., “arnis” vs. “Arnis”)
· Typographical errors – Need correction “Don et a.” to “Don et al.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	· No explicit educational or curriculum theory used/applied to guide the analysis.
· Clarify sampling methods and number of institutions/participants.

· Detail data collection and thematic analysis steps.

· Suggest to explicitly articulate the research gap – for example; “While Arnis has been institutionalized under RA 9850, little is known about how HEIs operationalize its instruction in terms of pedagogy, resources, and assessment.”
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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