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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.


	This study is important to the scientific community.  It provides valuable insights into the effectiveness of the Expanded Tertiary Education Equivalency and Accreditation Program (ETEEAP) in fostering career success among alumni. Its findings indicated that the ETEEAP initiative positively influences graduates' career progression, skill improvement, job security, and personal satisfaction. Besides, this study underscores the importance of promoting the ETEEAP in underrepresented areas and supporting the development of educational programs that are inclusive and accessible to a diverse population.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The research title is quite informative and accurately reflects the study's focus. However, it is lengthy, and it could be more concise, specific, and engaging once the researcher understands the real essence of the variables under investigation. 
Here's an alternative title that captures the essence of the research:"Assessing the Impact of the ETEEAP on Career Success at Palawan State University
	"

	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 comprehensive. However, there are a few suggestions for improvement; to wit:
1. Kindly state clearly the study's objective at the beginning of the abstract;

2. Elaborate slightly on the methodology to specify the qualitative research methods used; 

3. Give a concise summary of the key findings more succinctly; and 

4. Ensure that the conclusion ties back to the results and adds recommendations succinctly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the provided information, the manuscript seems scientifically sound. It follows a structured approach with a clear objective, methodology, results, and conclusions. The study design and data collection methods are appropriate for assessing the effectiveness of the ETEEAP program on career success.
However, the sample size of the 12 chosen participants may be limited. It would be beneficial to discuss the implications of this limitation in the manuscript. Ensure that the qualitative data analysis methods are thoroughly described and justified, and discuss how the researcher-designed questionnaire was validated and where measures were taken to ensure the reliability of the data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references you've listed provide a solid foundation for the study and include recent sources that are relevant to the topic. However, adding more recent and diverse references could enhance the manuscript. Furthermore, reputable journals must have DOIs rather than URLs; thus, attach DOIs for easy access.
.
	

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


	The article's English language and quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are a few areas where improvements can be made for clarity, coherence, and formality. 
Here are some suggestions: 

Ensure that sentences are well-structured and flow smoothly.

Example: "The PSU ETEEAP program greatly helped graduates by enabling them to advance in their careers and improved their employment status, which enhanced their skills and job security." could be revised to "The PSU ETEEAP program significantly supported graduates by facilitating career advancement, improving employment status, and enhancing skills and job security."
	

	Optional/General comments


	Based on the provided information, the manuscript appears to address ethical considerations appropriately. However, here are a few points to ensure all ethical aspects are thoroughly covered:

Ensure that all participants provided informed consent before participating in the study. This includes informing them about the study's purpose, procedures, and their right to withdraw at any time. Clearly state how participants' data and responses were kept confidential and anonymized to protect their privacy. Discuss how potential biases were mitigated during data collection and analysis. This includes addressing any researcher biases and ensuring objectivity in interpreting the results. Consider any potential impact the study might have had on the participants and ensure no harm was caused. If applicable, mention whether the study was reviewed and approved by an ethics committee or institutional review board.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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