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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it explores preschool teachers' knowledge of gender education in the context of medium of instruction (Assamese vs. English) in Assam, India, a region with unique cultural dynamics influenced by matrilineal and patriarchal elements, contributing to localized insights on gender equity in early childhood education. It highlights the role of teacher training in fostering gender-inclusive pedagogy, aligning with global agendas like Sustainable Development Goal 5 (Gender Equality) and UNESCO's emphasis on inclusive education, while addressing gaps in empirical research from Northeast India. Furthermore, by identifying sub-dimensional differences in gender understanding, the study provides a foundation for targeted interventions in curricula and professional development, potentially informing policy to reduce stereotypes and promote holistic child development. Overall, it enriches the discourse on how medium-based approaches intersect with gender education, offering replicable methodologies for similar studies in diverse linguistic and cultural settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but could be refined for clarity and grammatical accuracy (e.g., "ofGender" should be "of Gender"). Suggested alternative title: "Assessing Preschool Teachers' Knowledge of Gender Education: A Medium-Based Comparison in Assamese and English Schools in Assam."
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive, covering aim, design, methodology, results, and conclusion effectively. It succinctly highlights key findings on knowledge levels and implications for training. Suggestions: Add a brief mention of the sample breakdown (e.g., 50 Assamese and 50 English medium teachers) and the specific sub-dimensions where differences were observed (e.g., gender equality vs. stereotypes) for greater precision; delete or rephrase the repetitive emphasis on "high level of knowledge" to avoid redundancy and integrate it more fluidly with the sub-dimensional variations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its exploratory design, which appropriately uses descriptive statistics and t-tests to compare knowledge levels between groups. The self-developed scale is grounded in relevant theories (e.g., Piaget, Gender Schema Theory), and reliability (Cronbach's alpha 0.87) is reported, enhancing credibility. Sampling and data analysis align with the objectives, and findings are logically interpreted with links to literature. However, limitations include the small sample size (n=100) potentially affecting generalizability, lack of detailed validation for the scale (e.g., validity measures beyond reliability), and no discussion of potential biases in purposive sampling; these could be addressed to strengthen rigor, but do not invalidate the core scientific approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent (e.g., many from 2023-2024), covering key theories, global studies on gender stereotypes, and Indian contexts, providing a balanced foundation.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communications, with clear structure and academic tone. However, there are minor issues such as typographical errors (e.g., "ofGender" in title, inconsistent spacing in "behavioral"), awkward phrasing (e.g., "demonstrate differentunderstandings" should be "demonstrated different understandings"), and grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., tense shifts in introduction). A professional proofreading would improve flow and precision, but these do not significantly impair readability or scholarly value.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers valuable region-specific data on gender education, with practical implications for teacher training in multilingual contexts. Strengths include clear tables and ethical considerations, but expanding the discussion on limitations (e.g., urban bias in Jorhat sampling) and including inferential statistics justification would enhance depth. Additionally, integrating more on how findings align with India's National Education Policy 2020 could broaden policy relevance. This study has potential for publication with revisions to address methodological details and language polish.
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