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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 is important because it connects environmental leadership with higher education governance and curriculum. It offers a clear plan for universities to turn sustainability laws into practical campus actions. The focus on Philippine HEIs gives it regional relevance, while the comparison with ASEAN models adds a global perspective. Its insights can help universities design stronger, evidence-based sustainability policies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and suitable. It reflects the manuscript’s focus on environmental leadership and policy within higher education. However, a slightly refined version could make it more direct and impactful.

Suggested alternative:
“Green Campus Governance: A Policy Framework for Environmental Leadership in Higher Education”

	

	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, the abstract is clear and well-structured, but it can be improved. It should briefly clarify the method used and end with a stronger statement on the study’s significance. Some long sentences can be shortened for clarity. A concise final line linking the policy to national and institutional change would make it more impactful.
Example improvement for the ending:

“This policy framework provides a roadmap for embedding sustainability governance across Philippine HEIs, fostering measurable progress toward SDGs 4 and 13.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	          Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It uses reliable studies and updated references to support its claims. The discussion on policy, governance, and sustainability is coherent and well-grounded in current literature. Although it focuses more on policy synthesis, the arguments are logical, evidence-based, and relevant to both national and regional contexts.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are timely and sufficiently broad, spanning 2021–2025 and drawing from reputable international and regional sources such as Sustainability, Frontiers in Environmental Science, and the Journal of Cleaner Production. The inclusion of CHED guidelines and Republic Acts adds strong policy grounding.

For further enhancement, the author might consider:
• Incorporating Philippine-based case studies on green campus initiatives to deepen contextual relevance
• Adding references on Education for Sustainable Development (ESD), such as UNESCO’s 2020–2030 roadmap, to better align with global education frameworks


	

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


	Yes, the language is formal and mostly suitable for scholarly communication. The tone is academic and consistent throughout the paper. However, some sentences are quite long and complex, which can make the flow heavy at times. Shortening and simplifying certain passages would improve readability without losing depth. Overall, the English is clear, precise, and appropriate for publication with only minor editing for style and conciseness.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is timely and well-organized. It connects national laws with higher education practices and offers realistic policy actions. A few shorter sentences and one or two local case examples could make it even stronger. Overall, it’s a relevant and thoughtful contribution to sustainability policy research.
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