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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses a highly significant topic in early childhood education by synthesizing recent empirical research on gender stereotypes and gender bias in ECE contexts by applying the PRISMA 2020 framework and reviewing 66 studies published between 2020 and 2024. The article provides a comprehensive and up-to-date overview of how gendered expectations shape children’s play, STEM participation, health perceptions, literature exposure, and career aspirations. The study has a significant contribution to the  scientific community by providing a coherent framework, highlighting both the persistence of stereotypes and the effectiveness of intervention strategies. Its implications are valuable for researchers, teachers/practitioners, teacher educators, curriculum designers, and policymakers aiming to promote gender-equality the 5th SDG- in ECE.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the scope of the manuscript. However, it could be slightly refined for clarity and grammatical precision. The title could be improved as following: erase “the” before “Early Childhood Education” and add : “A Systematic Literature Review or “a Prisma Systematic Review” to emphasize and clarify the methodological frame.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the purpose, methodology, sample size (66 studies), and main findings. It effectively communicates the key domains affected by gender stereotypes, including play, STEM, literature, and teacher practices.

However, I suggest:

1. Minor grammatical corrections : “What are the influence” should be corrected: “What is the influence”.

2. Adding one sentence clarifying the methodological approach, such as specifying inclusion/exclusion criteria or the databases used (Scopus and Web of Science).

3. Slightly reducing repetition regarding the presence of stereotypes in order to increase conciseness.

Overall, the abstract is strong but would benefit from minor language editing and methodological clarification.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically grounded and methodologically structured according to PRISMA 2020 standards/guidelines. The inclusion and exclusion criteria are clearly defined, and the screening and eligibility process is transparently described. The thematic organization of the results is coherent and logically structured.

However, some improvements are needed:

· Minor inconsistencies in reporting (e.g., small grammatical errors in numerical descriptions).

· Occasional citation-date inconsistencies (e.g., some 2025 references while the inclusion period is stated as 2020–2024).

· Explain the selection of the time frame 2020-2024. 

· Greater critical synthesis (rather than descriptive summary) would strengthen the discussion section.

Overall, the study is scientifically sound but would benefit from moderate editorial refinement.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are extensive, relevant, and largely recent (2020–2025), which aligns almost well with the review’s timeframe (see comment above). The manuscript demonstrates strong engagement with current empirical literature across multiple international contexts.

To further strengthen the theoretical framing, the authors may consider referencing:

· Gender performativity theoretical grounding of gender construction.

· UNESCO recent policy reports on gender equality in education & Sustainable Development Goals 4,5, 10, which are interrelated. 

· OECD reports on early gender gaps in STEM

These would enhance the macro-level policy and theoretical discussion.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and generally clear. However, it requires professional language editing before publication. There are:

· Grammatical errors

· Subject–verb agreement issues

· Occasional repetition

· Minor structural inconsistencies

A thorough proofreading by a native English speaker or professional editing service is strongly recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The discussion section could include a stronger critical synthesis instead of primarily summarizing study findings.
2.Some subsections (e.g., health and literature) could be better integrated into a broader analytical framework.
3.The conclusion is strong and policy-relevant but could more explicitly connect findings back to the research question.
4. A limitations section could be expanded (e.g., language restriction to English, database limitation).
5. Check the references section for consistency with APA 7 and correct mistakes. 

The manuscript is methodologically structured, and contributes meaningfully to the field of early childhood education and gender studies. The literature coverage is strong and recent. However, minor revisions are needed regarding language editing, stylistic refinement, improved synthesis in the discussion section, and minor methodological clarifications.
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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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