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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript presents information by reviewing and researching the empowerment of women and men, gender equality, and societal participation, particularly in the context of watershed management and protection. 

It highlights the importance of women's participation in community activities, such as environmental management, watershed initiatives, and social engagement. This type of review research is crucial in encouraging women's empowerment and educating them about participating in community activities. This research will inspire the readers, especially women researchers, by raising awareness about the significance of actively participating in environmental activities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
May be 
	

	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 need some improvement which has been suggested in comment section
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript reveals certain scientific weaknesses that diminish its effectiveness in conveying key insights into the research. However, these shortcomings can be rectified through the thoughtful comments outlined below.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References may be increase as suggested in comments section.
	

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

	Yes, it is clear and can be suitable for reader.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The research paper is concise and contains valuable information about gender equality, particularly regarding the empowerment of both men and women in social activities and leadership. Incorporating the comments could provide further insight into the findings and significantly improve the clarity and quality of the paper.

1. Abstract: 
(a) “Women play various roles in community development, particularly in environmental protection”. This statement is directly copied from the first line of introduction. The author should provide a brief summary instead of copying from the main text.
(b)  “This paper aims to contribute to the growing scientific body of knowledge about women’s role in watershed protection. This study identifies the roles of women in watershed management in the Calbayog Pan-as Hayiban Protected Landscape (CPHPL) in Calbayog City”. These two sentences can be merge as the statements of women’s role in watershed protection and roles of women in watershed management are quite similar. Author can be recontructed the statements like “In this study, the roles of women in watershed management in the Calbayog Pan-as Hayiban Protected Landscape (CPHPL) in Calbayog City are identified in an effort to add to the expanding scientific body of information regarding women's participation in watershed protection”.
(c) “A systematic review of the literature was conducted using PRISMA in the ISI and Scopus databases (for example, Science Direct)”. Better put full form of PRISMA and ISI.
(d) “Previous data on Payment for Ecosystem Services in Calbayog City were used for willingness-to-pay analysis”. I think the statement is incomplete as the Previous data does not provide sufficient information in this short summary (or abstract). What are those previous data?
(e) “A documentary review from the Protected Area Management Board (PAMB) was conducted to highlight women’s participation in the planning process”.  The statement lacks clarity regarding women’s participation in which planning process. Authors should provide clear statements which plaining process it means.
(f) Please provide the full forms in the abstract instead of abbreviations (PRISMA, ISI, and WTP). This will give cleared information and make it easier for readers, especially in the abstract as it is the summary of the whole contents.
Furthermore, the abstract is well written; however, several statements require revision. I encourage the author to invest more effort in refining the abstract, as it encapsulates the entire manuscript and captures the reader's interest.
2. Introduction:
(a) In fisrt page of last paragraph, the incitation of Shah et al., 2007 may be cited in numbering as per the publisher guideline.
(b) In the page no.2, the statements of “Despite these barriers, women’s role in watershed protection or conservation is recognized anywhere in the world” should be continuous with the previous paragraph. If not what are these barriers linking to women’s role in watershed protection. 
(c) On page 2, the statement, “Likewise, for farmers within the protected area, little to no voice can be heard from women because of the cultural norms of being housewives,” could be a controversial as it implies that women are defined solely by the cultural norm of being housewives. I request the author to specify the culture or region (country) being referenced, including citations if available, where women are identified primarily as housewives due to cultural norms and are not allowed to participate in society. 
Better the author must give this statements on country or region wise, like the empowerment of women and men country wise. Similar research can be obtain from DOI: 10.1007/s10708-024-11065-y; https://library.pcw.gov.ph/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/PCW-Monitoring-and-Evaluation-of-Gender-Equality-and-Womens-Empowerment-in-the-Philippines-A-Compendium-of-Indicators-Volume-I-March-2019.pdf; 

https://www.weforum.org/publications/global-gender-gap-report-2023/in-full/benchmarking-gender-gaps-2023/. All statements in the research or review must be clear and truthful. Although the data are collected from peer-reviewed journals, I suggested including government-published databases as they can provide more reliable information.
(d) The objective no. 4, can be stated as follows: To determine the factors affecting women’s willingness to participate in watershed protection. While this is understandable, clarifying it further would better align with the primary aim of identifying the roles of women in watershed management.

Additionally, the introduction is presented very fruitfully. A minor revision will provide more insight and accurate information.
3.  Methodology: 
(a) The authors need to provide a clearer explanation regarding the following points: 

· The publication date range: Does it refer to works published between 2020 and 2024?
· The methodologies used: Are they referring to Willingness to Pay (WTP) and Willingness to Accept (WTA)?

However, it should be noted that the research paper includes studies published beyond the year 2020, and methodologies such as chi-square tests and PRISMA systematics are also utilized.
(b) Please provide proper abbreviation of WTP and WTA and incitation of Celeste et al., 2019 as numbering style.
(c) Please check the statements of Figure 1 and Table 1 to see if they match; if not, please make the necessary corrections.

Additionally, if the author could provide a database categorized by country, which can raise awareness about women's issues, gender equality, and community participation of women gbobally.

4. Result and Discussion:
(a) The results are well presented for both the review and research findings, but there is a lack in discussion of the research findings. For example, it was noted that “higher proportion of women than men were unwilling to pay (WTP = NO). It was observed that there were 20.2 % females and 29.1% males who were knowledgeable about any environmental programs in the city which is (76.4%) for both men and women; etc”. 
      It's important to explore the reasons behind these variations in percentages. Are the differences based on the education levels of men and women or age gape? What are their livelihoods like? The distinctions observed between men and women should be discussed in more depth rather than simply presenting the results. This discussion is crucial for gaining deeper insights into the findings, identifying potential problems, and understanding the value of the research.
(b) In Table 4, what does the yellow coloring indicate?

Additionally, the results may improve by incorporating a proper discussion, as this is a crucial part of the research; it should be clear and easy to understand.

5. Conlusion:
The conclusion is well presented; however, I would like to point out to the author that the paper serves as both a review and a research article. Including their own research findings, rather than solely relying on reviewed information, could strengthen the conclusion significantly.

6. References: 
The references may be increase, as review article, references are not sufficient. The author should include sources from different regions, as this would strengthen the analysis, provide better comparisons, and facilitate a deeper understanding of the topic by incorporating insights from various region.
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	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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