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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 makes a meaningful contribution to the scholarship on youth civic and political development by empirically examining the relationship between awareness and engagement within a hybrid classroom–digital context in the Global South. While much of the existing literature is Western-centric, this study situates the Philippine Senior High School context as a theoretically relevant case, thereby expanding comparative civic education discourse beyond Euro-American settings. The integration of Freire’s critical consciousness, Bandura’s social learning theory, and the Input–Process–Output (IPO) framework demonstrates conceptual ambition and offers a nuanced understanding that awareness is relational and domain-specific rather than a uniform predictor of engagement. Moreover, the mixed-methods design strengthens explanatory depth by illuminating mediating mechanisms such as digital literacy, peer networks, and curricular disparities. Collectively, the study advances theoretical refinement and provides policy-relevant insights for democratic resilience in digitally saturated
societies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, “Exploring Political and Civic Awareness in Relation to Political and Civic Engagement Among Senior High School Students”, is clear but somewhat descriptive and lacks theoretical and contextual specificity. It does not fully reflect the mixed-methods design, digital dimension, or theoretical refinement emphasized in the manuscript.
	

	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 structured appropriately (Aims, Design, Methods, Results, Conclusion). It clearly reports statistical findings (r and R² values), sampling strategy, and theoretical framing. However, several refinements are recommended:
1. The theoretical contribution could be stated more concisely and explicitly.
2. The methodological integration (how quantitative informed qualitative strand) could be described in one clearer sentence.
3. The conclusion portion may be slightly condensed to avoid redundancy while sharpening its contribution.
Additionally, the abstract could briefly clarify the measurement approach (e.g., Likert-based scales) and specify whether regression models controlled for demographic variables. This would enhance transparency and
methodological rigor expected in international journals.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically coherent. The explanatory sequential mixed- methods design is appropriate for examining relational mechanisms between awareness and engagement. The sample size (N = 400) is statistically adequate, and reliability indices (McDonald’s ω = .91–.96) indicate strong internal consistency.
However, several critical points require attention:
1. Causality language: Although the design is correlational, some interpretive sections approach causal phrasing. The manuscript should consistently avoid causal inference beyond regression-based association.
2. Single-site limitation: The study was conducted in one school. Generalizability claims should be moderated.
3. Control variables: It is unclear whether regressions controlled for sex, grade, and track simultaneously. Multivariate modeling would strengthen analytical rigor.
4. Construct validity: While reliability is strong, evidence of construct validity (e.g., factor analysis) should be reported if available.
Addressing these issues would elevate the manuscript to a higher methodological standard.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, relevant, and include recent works (2023–2025). The inclusion of global and Philippine sources strengthens contextual grounding. The integration of works such as Tzankova et al. (2023), Wui et al. (2025), and UNICEF (2021) demonstrates contemporary engagement.
However, the manuscript would benefit from:
· Inclusion of broader international comparative civic education datasets (e.g., ICCS-related scholarship).
· More explicit citation of Freire and Bandura primary theoretical works rather than indirect references.
· Additional methodological references on explanatory sequential mixed-methods design (e.g., Creswell & Plano Clark).
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	Overall, the reference list is strong but could be deepened theoretically.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript demonstrates strong academic English proficiency and is largely suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is coherent, structured, and conceptually mature. The discussion sections are particularly well-articulated and reflective.
Minor revisions are recommended:
· Standardize capitalization in section headings (e.g., “material and methods” → “Materials and Methods”).
· Reduce occasional rhetorical phrasing that may appear slightly normative.
· Ensure consistent reporting of statistical symbols (italicization of r, R², p-values). Overall, the language quality is above average and requires only light polishing before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This manuscript presents a theoretically informed, methodologically robust, and contextually significant contribution to youth civic engagement research. With moderate revisions focusing on analytic rigor, causal clarity, and theoretical sharpening, the manuscript has strong potential for publication in an international journal focusing on civic education, political socialization, or youth development.

The manuscript demonstrates strong conceptual grounding, a solid mixed-methods design, and clear empirical findings with meaningful theoretical implications. The integration of civic and political awareness within a hybrid classroom–digital framework is timely and relevant, particularly in a Global South context. However, several areas require substantive improvement before publication, including clearer articulation of the original theoretical contribution, stronger methodological transparency (especially regarding regression controls and construct validity), moderation of causal language, and a more explicit section. With these revisions, the manuscript has high potential to reach the Minor Revision or acceptance threshold.
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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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