Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJARR_149404

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Empowering Women in Automotive Technology Education through Mentorship Practices, Gender Sensitivity and Awareness and Support Strategies

	Type of the Article
	Short Research Article


	PART  1: Comments
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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.


	The study is essential as it underscores mentorship as a vital transforming instrument in male-dominated professions such as STEM. An argument is consistently and justifiably presented to advocate for gender parity and equality in male-dominated sectors; however, there is frequently insufficient discussion regarding the strategies that should be implemented to achieve this goal. This work is essential, particularly in the Global South, where gender stereotypes and patriarchy persist. This study enriches the STEM literature, predominantly influenced by Western perspectives, by incorporating the Global South viewpoint and the social reality of Filipino learners.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good and suitable, but I suggest modifying it to:

Empowering Women in Technical Education: Automotive Instructors’ Mentorship Approaches in Northern Philippines.

Locating the title within a geographic context can ignite the readers’ curiosity and promote the article’s relevance and scholarly credibility.  Certain readers are interested in research conducted in the Global South and developing countries, and incorporating geographic or area-specific terminology in the title can enhance the article's readability.


	

	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 technically comprehensive, as it provides pertinent information regarding the study, including a clear methodological framework, a summary of findings, and a conclusion.
I strongly recommend that the abstract specify the sample size and the characteristics of the participants in accordance with the purposive sampling method. The abstract should succinctly present a single statement encapsulating the primary recommendation of this study.
The latter will assist policymakers and stakeholders in the Philippines and other regions of the Global South in effectively utilising mentorship to tackle gender disparity in male-dominated technical industries.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.

However, there exists an opportunity to enhance it by providing the study's background, the research problem or problem statement, and the rationale or significance for the study.

Considering the study's depth and significance, incorporating the study’s aims and research questions would enhance coherence and academic rigour, illustrating the author's comprehensive comprehension of the investigation conducted.

The study has undoubtedly addressed certain aims and answered essential questions; it is imperative for the author to incorporate these elements and connect them to the findings and conclusion. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes, the references are sufficient and recent. I have provided some ideas where references could strengthen the arguments of certain texts.


	

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


	Indeed, the language is appropriate for scholarly communication; nonetheless, undertaking editorial reviews consistently enhances both context and substance.  But I am happy with the language in general.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Well written article – well done to the author.
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