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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 is valuable for the scientific and academic community as it provides empirical data on gender awareness and equality within a higher education setting. It also contributes to the growing body of literature on gender studies by highlighting both progress and existing gaps in the student awareness and perceptions. The findings are mainly useful for the policymakers, educators and institutions aiming to strengthen gender-sensitive practices. Moreover, the study offers practical recommendations that can be implemented at the institutional level to improve the gender inclusivity.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In general, the title is appropriate and reflects the content of the study. But, it can be refined a little for clarity and conciseness.

Suggested Title:
“Gender Awareness, Discrimination and Equality among Higher Education Students in the Philippines”

	

	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 detailed and includes methodology, results and conclusions effectively. But, it is slightly lengthy and can be made more concise. Some statistical details (multiple f and p values) can be reduced for readability. Minor grammatical corrections are needed. The Author(s) shall focus more on the key findings and implications instead of listing too many statistical values.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, sampling technique (stratified random sampling) and statistical tools (t-test, ANOVA) are appropriate for the objectives of the study. Some interpretations of the results need clear justification. There are minor inconsistencies in reporting significance (e.g., borderline p-values like .051 is interpreted strongly). Repetition in discussion sections should be minimized.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include both foundational and recent studies. Some citations are outdated or not directly relevant. More recent studies (from the last 3–5 years) on post-pandemic gender issues in Asian HEIs will strengthen the paper.


	

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


	The language is understandable, but needs professional proofreading to correct technical typos and grammatical slips. Examples: There are mistakes like "equity 2 in academia" (in the Introduction), "hese patterns" (in the Discussion section) and inconsistent capitalization of section headings ("2.MATERIALS AND METHODS") to be rectified.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript mentions about Paulo Freire’s Consciousness-Raising Theory in the abstract and methodology, but the connection feels somewhat detached in the Results and Discussion. The Author(s) should more explicitly discuss how the "high awareness" of students (the conscientização - critical consciousness) translates to the potential for social transformation within the university setting.

The "Results and Discussion" section is currently dense. To improve the readability, the Author(s) can use a more integrated approach discussing the implications of the data immediately after presenting each table, instead of repeating the numerical data in the text.

There are minor formatting inconsistencies as mentioned above. The heading “materials and methods” is in lowercase, while “INTRODUCTION” and “RESULTS AND DISCUSSION” are in uppercase. Standardizing these to match the journal’s house style is necessary.

The tables are informative. One or two summary charts (e.g. a bar chart comparing the mean levels of Awareness vs. Discrimination) help the readers to quickly grasp the most significant disparities in the findings.

The recommendations in the conclusion are good, but could be more specific. Instead of "strengthening Gender and Development (GAD) programs," suggest specific actions like "targeted workshops on GAD Budgeting and subject-based discrimination (e.g. women in STEM/ Mathematics)" to address the specific low-scoring areas identified in the data.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. The Author(s) state that informed consent was obtained and ethical guidelines were followed.
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