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ABSTRACT. Science communication is communicating scientific knowledge in a manner that is understandable, accessible, and 

usable to the non-expert. Communicating its importance in the university can be a challenge. This research study establishes the 

relevance of science writing as a form of science communication to USTP, assesses the level of science popularization based on 

science-related articles written and published by USTP; and looks into the preferences of students in science issues, media, and 

format. This descriptive research study used a proportional stratified random sampling technique. It used a validated, 

researcher-made survey questionnaire. Data analysis was done using descriptive statistics. Results showed that science writing 

is relevant to USTP as a research and innovation-oriented university. Science is popular based on science-related articles 

previously written and published by USTP.  The articles are perceived to be incomplete in information and are not easily 

accessible though. Students are most interested to read about climate change and prefer social media as a platform and video 

as a format for science communication. The pieces of evidence gathered provide awareness for the policy-makers in the university 

of the relevance of science communication, underscore the need to improve science writing in the university and provide ideas 

in terms of issues and media preferences for better engagement with students. A similar study may be conducted that is aimed at 

looking into science communication activities, especially on social media, of researchers and scientists in USTP, and at gauging 

their competency in science writing. 
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1. INTRODUCTION: 

Science communication is the popularization of science in a 

manner that is understandable, accessible, and usable to non-

experts [1] [2] [3].  Science communication approach is 

diverse [4]. One of the forms of science communication is 

science writing. Science communication belongs to and is an 

important enterprise for educational institutions [5] [6].  

Faculty members are mandated to communicate science [7].  

The 3rd quarter cluster coordination meeting where USTP was 

a participant last August 4, 2022, initiated by the Northern 

Mindanao Consortium for Agriculture, Aquatic, and Natural 

Resources Research and Development underscored the need to 

institutionalize science communication.  

But influencing policy-makers in the academe, such as USTP, 

about the importance of the practice of science communication 

like science writing can be a challenge [8]. Science-related 

write-ups in the form of science articles are being published 

but not regularly. These are written by the Strategic 

Communication Office and by The Trailblazer student 

publication of USTP whose mandate does not include 

communication of science.     

Against this background, this research study was conducted to 

create awareness of the relevance of science writing as a form 

of science communication to USTP; to evaluate the level of 

science popularization in the university based on the written 

science-related articles published by the university; and to 

know the preferences of the students who are the university's 

primary stakeholders in terms of science issues, media, and 

media format. This investigation was conducted in the light of 

Space For Science that the researcher would like to propose to 

be the institutional unit in charge of science writing as a form 

of science communication in USTP. This was presented by the 

researcher during his participation in the 2021 Study of the US 

Institute for Scholars in Journalism, Technology, and 

Democracy. 

To institutionalize science writing through Space For Science 

in USTP means that science communication will become an 

integral and sustainable part of, and standard practice [10] in 

the university. It will streamline and consolidate the writing 

and publishing of science-related articles and will drive 

improvement of the science-writing skills of scientists and 

researchers in USTP, which may then attract more research 

funding [11]. 

2. METHODOLOGY: 

2.1 Research Design 

The research design of this study was descriptive. It used a 

quantitative method to describe the relevance of science 

writing as a form of science communication to the University 

of Science and Technology of Southern Philippines (USTP) 

and to developing its culture of research and innovation; the 

level of science popularization based on the written science-

related articles the respondents have read which were written 

and published by USTP; and the preferences of the 

respondents in terms of science issue, media, and media 

format.     

2.2 Research Setting 

The research study was conducted on USTP Cagayan de Oro 

(CDO) campus. It is one of the two major campuses of the 

university. The other one is USTP Claveria. USTP has five 

satellite campuses, namely USTP Balubal, Jasaan, Oroquieta, 

Panaon, and Villanueva. Its major campus is located in 

Alubijid.  

The Republic Act 10919 established USTP on August 16, 

2016. Its vision is to be a nationally recognized science and 

technology university providing the vital link between 

education and the economy. Its mission includes bringing the 

world of work into the actual higher education and training of 

students; offering entrepreneurs the opportunity to maximize 

their business potentials through a gamut of services from 

product conceptualization to commercialization; and 
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contributing significantly to the National Development Goals 

of food security and safety, and energy sufficiency and security 

through technology solutions. 

In its commitment to nurturing science, USTP ranked 29th 

among the universities in the Philippines for 2022 based on the 

Alper-Doger Scientific Index. The index is a ranking and 

analysis system that is based on scientific performance and the 

added value of the scientific productivity of scientists.  The 

President of the USTP System himself, Dr. Ambrosio Cultura, 

II during the conduct of this research study, is one of the 

recognized researchers and scientists of the university. 

2.3 Respondents 

The respondents of the research study, table 1, were 

undergraduate students of the USTP CDO campus enrolled in 

the second semester of the Academic Year 2021-2022. 335 

students participated in this research study. As stated in the 

Quality Policy of USTP, the students are the primary 

customers of the university. Students are considered full 

citizens, and not merely budding citizens. Like adults for that 

matter, students acquire the capacity for reflection, critical 

thinking, and decision-making, and foster moral and ethical 

development through opportunities to become involved as 

active citizens [12]. Students are more convinced of the need 

to take part in policy-making, believing that decisions should 

not be monopolized by experts and political actors [9].  

Allowing students to participate in decision-making is a 

testament to good development [10]. 
 

Table 1. Distribution of Respondents Per Program Per College 
Course/Program Frequency Percent 

College of Engineering and Architecture   

     BS in Architecture  18   5.4 

     BS in Civil Engineering 21  6.3 

     BS in Electronics Engineering  9   2.7 

     BS in Electrical Engineering  8   24 

     BS in Computer Engineering  30   9.0 

     BS in Mechanical Engineering  5   1.5 

Total  91  27.3 

   

College of Information Technology and 

Computing 

  

     BS in Data Science  4   1.2 

     BS in TCM  60   17.9 

     BS in IT  41   12.2 

Total  105  31.3 

   

College of Technology   

     BS in Electronics Technology (ES, 
MST, TN)  

 45   

     BS in Energy Systems Management 

(EMCM, PSDE)  

1   0.3 

     BS in Autotronics  5   1.5 

     BS in Electro-Mechanical Technology 

MR  

1.   0.3 

Total  52.. 15.5 

   

College of Science and Mathematics   

     BS in Environmental Science (EMT, 

NRM)  

11.   3.3 

     BS in Chemistry  10   3 

     BS in Applied Mathematics  6.. 1.8 

Total  27   8.1 

   

College of Science and Technology 

Education 

  

     BS in Secondary Education (Math, 
Science)  

29   8.7 

     Bachelor in Technology and Livelihood 

Education (HE,   

31.. 9.3    

     Industrial Arts)    

Total  60   18 

Overall Total 

 

335 100.0 
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2.4 Instrumentation 

This research study used a researcher-made questionnaire to 

answer the research questions. This instrument was duly 

validated by experts in the field of environmental 

communication, media, and research.  

To create awareness among the policy-makers in the university 

of the relevance of science writing as a form of science 

communication in the light of institutionalizing it, the 

respondents were asked in the survey questionnaire of their 

perception of how relevant science writing is as a form of 

science communication to USTP, and as well as its relevance 

to developing a culture of research and innovation in the 

university. To plant the idea of evidence that will drive 

improvement of science writing as a form of science 

communication in USTP, the respondents were asked if they 

have read or not a science-related article written by USTP and 

published on any of its platforms; their reasons for reading and 

not reading; and their general assessment of the level of 

science popularization through the articles they have read. 

Lastly, the respondents were asked about their preferences in 

terms of a science issue, media, and media format.  

A scoring of 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 was assigned for the Likert scale 

Strongly Agree, Agree, Neutral, Disagree, and Strongly 

Disagree, respectively, for survey questions that address 

research questions 5, 6, and 7. 

2.5 Sampling Technique 

This research study used the proportional stratified random 

sampling technique. In the proportionate stratified method, the 

sample size of each stratum is proportionate to the population 

size of the stratum. The stratum in this research study is the 

undergraduate course programs in each of the five colleges on 

the USTP CDO campus. There are 31 Bachelor of Science 

programs on the USTP CDO campus. The total population size 

is 11,571. 

With a confidence level of 95% and a margin error of 5%, the 

researcher has to obtain a total sample size of 372 USTP CDO 

undergraduate students. The proportionate stratified random 

sample is obtained using the formula: Sample size / Population 

Size X Stratum Size. After the strata sample size was known, 

the researcher performed simple random sampling in each 

stratum to select the survey participants.  

Getting the response of the students to this study which was 

undertaken during the pandemic was a challenge. And because 

of time constraints, adjustments to the number of respondents 

per program per college and its distribution were made. This 

was done in consultation with the data analyst from the College 

of Science and Mathematics on the USTP CDO campus. In the 

end, 335 students participated as respondents in this study. 

2.6 Data Gathering Procedure 

For an efficient gathering of data, the researcher sought 

endorsement from the office of the Vice Chancellor for 

Academic Affairs (VCAA). The approval was then cascaded 

to the deans of the colleges, and the chairpersons of the 

programs under each college. After securing endorsement, the 

researcher surveyed online using Google Forms. The form was 

channeled through each of the chairpersons of the course 

program. Later on, in the interest of time, the link to the form 

was sent to members of the faculty per department, and student 

organizations through the Office of Student Affairs. The form 

was also posted on Facebook public groups linked to the 

university. The researcher surveyed from March to June 2022. 

A focus group discussion was conducted to triangulate the 

results of the survey. 

2.7 Data Analysis 

Questionnaire data analysis using descriptive statistics was 

used to analyze the students’ responses to the questions. To 

answer research question 3, a thematic analysis was conducted 

based on the answers of the participants during the focus group 

discussion.   

Statistical Treatment  

The data collected was analyzed using descriptive statistics 

which includes frequency, percentage, and mean to identify the 

relevance of science writing as a form of science 

communication to USTP and to developing its culture of 

research and innovation; the level of science popularization 

based on the written science-related articles the respondents 

have read which were written and published by USTP; and the 

preferences of the respondents in terms of a science issue, 

media, and media format. 

 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

In this study, 335 students from the USTP CDO campus 

participated as respondents. These students were enrolled 

across the five colleges on the said campus during the second 

semester of AY 2021-22. Most of the respondents are from the 

College of Information Technology and Computing (31.3%), 

in their first year of college (34.9%), females (67.5%), and 21 

years old and above in age (47.5%). 

Problem 1 How relevant is science communication in the form 

of science writing to  

a) USTP? 

b) Developing a culture of research and innovation in 

USTP? 

table 2 

 

 

Table 2. Level of Relevance of Science Writing As A Form of Science Communication To USTP 

Mean Standard Deviation Descriptive Equivalent Interpretation 

1.92 1.002 Agree Relevant 

 

With a mean of 1.92, science writing as a form of science 

communication is relevant to USTP is relevant, table 3. The 

fact that the research study was conducted at the time of the 

pandemic COVID-19 could have affected the perception of the 

students as to the importance of communicating science. The 

pandemic has called for science, technology, and innovation 

(STI) to provide solutions [13].  The general public wants to 

know how new scientific findings may impact their lives [14].  

A participant in the focus group discussion (FGD) said that 

science writing informs students like her about important 

science issues, such as climate change (Janelle May N. Salar, 

4th Year, COT). In addition, another participant said that 

science writing is relevant to USTP because science is the 

focus of the university; it is its identity. Science 
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communication in the university may do the institution good 

in terms of bringing the scientists closer to the students, 

especially since there is less interest in interacting with them 

[15], and in encouraging the students to pursue a career related 

to science [16].  

 

Table 3. Level Of Relevance Of Science Writing As A Form Of Science Communication To Developing A Culture Of Research And 

Innovation In USTP 

Indicator Mean Standard Deviation Descriptive Equivalent Interpretation 

Developing empathy in me 
2.21 

 

0.830 

 

Agree 

 

Relevant 

Finding a research problem I 

could investigate on 

2.04 

 

0.814 

 

Agree 

 
Relevant 

Inspiring me to take a risk in 

my academic and future 

career endeavors 

2.05 

 

0.876 

 

Agree 

 

Relevant 

Making me observant of my 

surroundings 

1.84 

 

0.843 

 

Agree 

 

Relevant 

Making me an innovative 

person 

1.90 

 

0.846 

 

Agree 

 

Relevant 

Making me a resilient person 
2.01 

 

0.841 

 

Agree 

 

Relevant 

Turning myself to become a 

reflective and curious person 

1.93 

 

0.848 

 

Agree 

 

Relevant 

Making me a prudent person 
2.15 

 

0.849 

 

Agree 

 

Relevant 

Developing in me a high 

tolerance for healthy 

criticism 

1.93 

 

0.790 

 

Agree 

 

Relevant 

Developing intellectual 

honesty in me 

1.89 0.791 Agree Relevant 

Overall 1.99 0.840 Agree Relevant 

 

With a mean of 1.99, the respondents agreed that science 

writing as a form of science communication is relevant to 

developing a culture of research and innovation in USTP, 

Table 3. Science has a social value [17] and its communication 

of it inspires solutions to social problems. The communication 

of science creates conversations that could lead to knowledge 

creation [18].  This was pointed out by one of the participants 

of the FGD when he said that science writing can provide 

interaction between students and professors for the exchange 

of ideas about solutions (Monty Sevillena, 3rd Year, CITC). 

This is especially true in the academe context. Science writing 

creates an environment that influences students to become 

researchers and innovators. It makes them observant which is 

an important characteristic of a researcher and an innovator. 

Another participant in the FGD said that researchers in the 

university can maximize the space given to them by sharing 

their findings, which may then be a helpful reference for 

students (Janelle May N. Salar, 4th Year, COT). It may prompt 

students to do further research. In addition, writing about 

scientific research studies may foster cross-sector 

collaboration in research. And from the point of view of a 

participant in the FGD, science writing benefits stakeholders 

of research and innovation (Mary Angelyn T Miguel, 3rd Year, 

CSM). It is also interesting to note that students agreed that 

science communication develops in them intellectual honesty. 

This refers to the commitment to search for the truth by 

examining evidence and thinking rationally. Countering the lie 

as an aim is very true, especially for male science 

communicators [16]. 

Problem 2 To what extent is the USTP student population 

engaged in reading science-related articles written and 

published by USTP on any of its platforms? 

table4 

 

 
Table 4. Number of Students Who Have Read And Have Not Read Science-Related Articles Written And Published By USTP 

Response Frequency Percent 

Yes 

Not Sure 

No 

108 

0 

227 

32.2 

0.0 

67.8 

Total 335 100.0 

 

The majority of the respondents (67.8%) have not read a 

science-related article written and published by USTP. Only 

32% of them have read a science-related article written and 

published by USTP. This may imply among the majority of the 

respondents that they either lack interest to read science-

related articles or they lack access to the media platform, such 

as social media on the Internet, where these articles can be 

found. This was agreed on by several participants to the FGD 

(Apphole Kyrl Engaño Pepania, 4th Year, CITC; Kathleen 

Andrea T. Igtos, 3rd Year, CSM). Although there was an 

increase in the use of social media during the pandemic [19],  

slow internet connectivity could have hampered interest to 
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read science-related articles on the Internet. It could also be 

that these respondents do not know that USTP writes and 

publish science-related articles. This was attested by 

participants to the FGD (Janelle May N. Salar, 4th Year, COT; 

Mary Angelyn T Miguel, 3rd Year, CSM) 

Problem 3 Why did the respondents read a science-related 

article? 

Five themes emerged after an analysis was conducted. These 

are the following: 

1. For compliance  

Students may do it as a requirement or for compliance but it 

may encourage the students to pursue a career related to 

science [16]. 

2. For reference  

Students may use the content of the science-related article as a 

reference for their research so that they will be informed 

(Kathleen Andrea T. Igtos, 3rd Year, CSM).  

3. Curiosity 

USTP students are curious about science. This suggests that 

they are interested in science. Indicative of the interest of 

students in science and technology is the fact that many 

Filipino students took up STEM tracks in senior high school 

that are preparatory to science and technology programs in 

college [20].  

4. Peer influence  

One participant in the FGD said that these students may be 

surrounded on social media by people who are interested in 

science (Janelle May N. Salar, 4th Year, COT). Another one 

said that they may be connected with somebody who writes 

science-related articles (Mary Angelyn T Miguel, 3rd Year, 

CSM). 

5. Knowledge development 

The communication of science creates conversations that 

could lead to knowledge creation [18]. This is especially true 

in the academe context. Science communication in the 

university may do the institution good in terms of bringing the 

scientists closer to the students, especially since there is less 

interest in interacting with them [15]. 

Problem 4 What is the respondent’s general assessment of the 

level of science popularization in USTP based on the science-

related articles they have read in terms of  

a. Understandability? 

b. Accessibility? 

c. Usability? 

table 5 

 
Table 5. General Assessment on the Level of Science Popularization In USTP Based on Science-Related Articles Written and 

Published By USTP 

Indicators Mean Standard Deviation Descriptive Equivalent Interpretation 

Understandability 

The information in the 

science article that I read 

was complete. 

2.52 0.993 Neutral Neutral 

The science article I have 

read explained the science 

thoroughly. 

2.46 

 

0.985 Agree 

 

Popular 

Accessibility  

It was easy for me to access 

the science article. 

2.53 

 

0.983 Neutral 

 

Neutral 

Usability 

I find the science article I 

have read very useful to me 

as a student. 

2.39 

 

0.997 

 

Agree 

 

Popular 

I find the science article 

that I have read useful for 

my future career plan. 

2.45 0.916 Agree Popular 

Overall 2.47 0.974 Agree Popular 

 

The respondents who have read a science-related article by 

USTP agreed on three of the five indicators and were neutral 

with the other two.  In general, the respondents agreed on these 

indicators which mean that science based on science-related 

articles is popular. The results show that the science-related 

articles written and published by USTP that the respondents 

have read may not be entirely complete in facts and 

information and are not easily accessible. This supports the 

research study of Olesk [21], and Navarro and McKinnon [7]. 

Science-related articles have to be comprehensive and from 

different views [22].  The inclusion of different opinions and 

views marks science communication as different from a press 

release [23]. Participants to the FGD said that the writer may 

not have researched well or that he or she is not an expert 

(Janelle May N. Salar, 4th Year, COT; Mary Angelyn T 

Miguel, 3rd Year, CSM; Apphole Kyrl Engaño Pepania, 4th 

Year, CITC); the writer may have not updated his or her article 

(Kathleen Andrea T. Igtos, 3rd Year, CSM); resources of 

information may be lacking (Janelle May N. Salar, 4th Year, 

COT); some information may be confidential (Futz M. 

Yacapin, 4th Year, COT); or simply they are unmotivated 

(Apphole Kyrl Engaño Pepania, 4th Year, CITC). 
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Problem 5 What are the preferences of the respondents in terms of  

a. Science-related issues  

b. Medium  

c. Media format?, table 6 
Table 6. Science-Related Issues that USTP Students Find Interesting to Read 

 

Indicator Mean Standard Deviation Descriptive Equivalent 

Effectivity of vaccines against diseases 
2.08 

 

1.013 

 

Agree 

 

Supply of renewable/cleaner energy 
1.89 

 

0.971 

 

Agree 

 

Use of robotics and/or artificial intelligence 
2.05 

 

1.062 

 

Agree 

 

Reduction of poverty 
2.04 

 

1.012 

 

Agree 

 

Growth of population 
2.06 

 

0.998 

 

Agree 

 

Supply and access to clean and drinking 

water 

1.93 

 

1.080 

 

Agree 

 

Installment of sanitation facilities 
1.88 

 

1.050 

 

Agree 

 

Securing food and having good nutrition 
1.89 

 

1.053 

 

Agree 

 

Threat of plastics 
1.92 

 

1.055 

 

Agree 

 

Proper disposal and segregation of waste 
1.75 

 

1.092 

 

Agree 

 

Protection of forests 
1.75 

 

0.893 

 

Agree 

 

Commitment to climate change 1.72 0.922 Agree 

Overall 1.91 1.024 Agree 

 

The respondents agreed that they are interested to read all of 

the twelve current science-related issues, individually and 

generally. Among these science-related issues, many of the 

respondents are interested to read about climate change and the 

commitment of concerned parties to addressing it (1.72). This 

confirms Schäfer [24], Lörcher and Taddicken [25], and the 

2021 Asian Media and Information Centre annual conference 

on science communication where climate change was said to 

be the most talked-about issue these days. There is an 

opportunity for USTP to contribute to the discussion on 

climate change as there are a few communicators who do so 

[26]. Inciting negative affect may be an effective strategy to 

keep the conversation about climate change going [27]. When 

USTP will do so, the institution may earn the public's 

epistemic and moral trust [28]. During the FGD, participants 

said that students are interested because they want to 

understand climate change (Kathleen Andrea T. Igtos, 3rd 

Year, CSM). Climate change is real. It is an alarming issue 

(Mary Angelyn T Miguel, 3rd Year, CSM). And people have 

suffered consequences like flooding, which is true in the USTP 

area (Monty Sevillena, 3rd Year, CITC). Students have to take 

action (Art Rally Lira, 3rd year, CITC) before losing the 

beautiful earth they live in (Janelle May N. Salar, 4th Year, 

COT). It is innate for students to take care of the world (Janelle 

May N. Salar, 4th Year, COT).   

 
Table 7. Medium Through Which USTP Students Would Like To Access Science-Related Articles 

Online Media Mean Standard Deviation Descriptive Equivalent 

Website 

Blog 

Social Media 

Podcast 

Online Newspaper 

2.07 

2.28 

1.96 

2.33 

2.51 

0.987 

1.047 

1.026 

1.004 

1.006 

Agree 

Agree 

Agree 

Agree 

Neutral 

Overall 2.23 1.032 Agree 

    

Traditional Media Mean Standard Deviation Descriptive Equivalent 

Television 

Radio 

Print 

2.15 

2.56 

2.31 

1.114 

1.033 

1.063 

Agree 

Neutral 

Agree 

Overall 2.34 1.083 Agree 
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The respondents agreed that they prefer to access science-related 

articles through online media. Social media is the most preferred 

among online media (1.96). This confirms Weitkamp et al [26] and 

Carreño-Márquez and Cereceres-Aguirre [4]. Participants in the 

FGD said that online media is where everybody is; it has a 

wider reach (Monty Sevillena, 3rd Year, CITC) compared to 

television; it provides easy access (Mary Angelyn T Miguel, 

3rd Year, CSM) to a lot of information (Kathleen Andrea T. 

Igtos, 3rd Year, CSM).  Moreover, the respondents also agreed 

that they prefer to access science-related articles through 

traditional media. Television is the most preferred among 

traditional media (2.15). However, the study of López-Pérez 

and Olvera Lobo [29] said that either online or traditional 

media can be used. One participant in the FGD said that it 

depends on the status of the students. But these two can be used 

(Futz M. Yacapin, 4th Year, COT). The strategy is to go where 

the audience is for engagement and to better understand its 

primary customers [30]. 

 
Table 8. Media Format Of A Science-Related Article Preferred By USTP Students 

Media Format Mean Standard Deviation Descriptive Equivalent 

Photos 

Videos 

Infographics 

Illustrations 

Music and Sounds 

GIF 

360o photos 

1.75 

1.66 

1.74 

1.75 

2.01 

2.24 

1.94 

1.107 

0.934 

0.941 

0.975 

1.050 

1.052 

1.101 

Agree 

Agree 

Agree 

Agree 

Agree 

Agree 

Agree 

Overall 1.87 1.041 Agree 

 

Although the respondents agreed to all of these media formats, 

in general, they have a high preference for the video format 

(1.66). It is then followed by infographics (1.74), and by 

photos and illustrations (1.75). Videos can either be for 

television or on the Internet. The one for the latter engages the 

public more than the one for the former [31].   Image, textual 

content, length, and colors are taken into account for these are 

variables for audience engagement [32, 33]. More readers and 

commenters on social media accounts may be engaged just like 

what Pflugfelder & Mahmou-Werndli [34] has observed in 

their study of The New Reddit Journal of Science if the media 

and format preferences of the primary customers and the 

careful use of humor as a strategy [34-37] will be used. The 

participants in the FGD believe that the learning style of the 

students requires them to see and hear (Kathleen Andrea T. 

Igtos, 3rd Year, CSM). They consider video as colorful, 

interactive (Kathleen Andrea T. Igtos, 3rd Year, CSM), and 

fun (Janelle May N. Salar, 4th Year, COT). It is entertaining 

(Mary Angelyn T Miguel, 3rd Year, CSM). If a piece of 

scientific information requires a demonstration of procedure 

(Futz M. Yacapin, 4th Year, COT), the video is the perfect 

format for it because it captures details. It also has the 

advantage of being replayed (Art Rally Lira, 3rd year, CITC). 

3. SUMMARY, CONCLUSION, AND 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Communicating the importance of science communication in 

the academe can be a challenge. To address this challenge, this 

research study primarily aimed at creating awareness for the 

policy-makers in USTP by establishing the relevance of 

science writing as a form of science communication in light of 

the bigger picture of institutionalizing it.  In addition, it aimed 

at planting another idea of evidence that will drive 

improvement in writing about science by assessing through 

recall the level of science popularization based on the science-

related articles that have been previously written and published 

by USTP read by the respondents; and lastly, by looking into 

the preferences of USTP students in CDO campus as the 

primary audience of science communication in terms of 

science issues, media, and media format. Communicating 

science should not just be about making science accessible to 

the public but as well as basing it on pieces of evidence. This 

research study used a proportional stratified sampling 

technique, treated the data using descriptive statistics, and 

analyzed themes based on the focus group discussion.  

The results gathered through an online survey show that 

science writing as a form of science communication is relevant 

to USTP as an academic institution. It is also perceived to be 

relevant to developing a culture of research and innovation in 

the university.  Science-related articles written and published 

by USTP are considered to be popular and can be improved in 

terms of giving complete information and making these 

articles accessible to students. But the majority of the 

respondents have not read science-related articles written and 

published by USTP. Science issues-wise, the students said that 

they are interested to read about climate change and with a 

preference for social media as a platform, and video as a media 

format.  

The condition of the time – particularly COVID 19 could have 

strongly influenced the perception of the respondents on the 

relevance of science writing as a form of science 

communication, especially for a science institution such as 

USTP. Science writing can be a powerful medium that shapes 

the behavior of the respondents turning them into researchers 

and innovators. Although only a minority of the respondents 

have read science-related articles either because of Internet 

connectivity issues or a lack of promotion of these science 

writings, the interest among respondents is there and tells that 

they are updated with current science-related social issues, 

especially with climate change and the commitment of the 

concerned parties to address it, which is a very important issue 

at present. One of the parties is the academe, such as USTP.   

USTP can capitalize on this interest of the students – the 

primary customer of the university – with the hope of reaching 

more students as the audience of its science communication 

efforts. There is an opportunity for USTP to participate and stir 

up scientific conversations through science writing such as 

climate change, especially that according to literature, 

researchers and scientists from the academe are seen to be 
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more credible than anyone else like science journalists, public 

relations officers, or politicians in terms of communicating 

science. Contributing to the conversation may lead to earning 

the trust of the students and the general public.  

But USTP has to improve its knowledge management to grow 

its readers of science writing. It can improve the way these 

articles are written, especially in the area of conveying 

complete information. It can also improve and expand its 

communication infrastructure to aid its students in accessing 

its science-related articles either through new media, such the 

social media, or old media, like television; and has to 

consistently promote these articles, which can be through an 

institutionalized unit in science communication, like the Space 

for Science.  

An output of this study can be a proposal to institutionalize 

science writing as a form of science communication in USTP. 

A research study similar to this can be conducted with 

researchers and scientists in USTP as respondents that will 

look into their science communication activities, especially on 

social media, and will gauge their competency in science 

writing. 
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