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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 importance of the manuscript relied on the need for a thorough understanding of the impact of conditional cash transfer programs in the Philippines such as the Pantawid Pamilyang Pilipino Program or 4Ps. The qualitative narratives in this study presented by the student beneficiaries and their parents provided a grounded insight as to the persistency of financial challenges experience not only by the beneficiaries but most of the Filipinos and the limitations of the poverty alleviation mechanisms of the government. This perspective pointed us to the need of an integrated policy that focused not only on providing financial aids but should include interventions manifested in livelihood, education, and health. This study was significant particularly to social scientists, development practitioners, and policymakers who aimed to improve the development and implementation of the social welfare programs of the government.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article was suitable. But to give emphasis on 4Ps beneficiaries as well as for clarity and conciseness, the title could be refined as:

“Financial Challenges of the Recipients of the Pantawid Pamilyang Pilipino Program (4Ps) in the Contemporary Philippines: A Narrative Study”
	

	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 provided a summary of the objectives of the study, the methodology, and the key findings. It was generally written well. But improvements can be made in the following:

1. give context to the sample size by including how many participated in the study or the number of participants;

2. clarify that the study used as its primary method thematic analysis; and
3. mention briefly the major themes in the study such as financial instability and limited income source, struggles in providing for children’s education, and others.

You may do it like this:

“Responses of the participants were qualitatively analyzed using thematic analysis. The analysis reveals recurring themes such as financial instability and limited income source, struggles in providing for children’s education.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript was scientifically correct. Since the study collected narrative data from the students and the parents, thematic analysis was the most appropriate method. The research questions were properly presented. The findings were presented and discussed in relation to the mentioned existing related studies. However, the following maybe considered for the improvement of the manuscript:
1. the number of participants in the study should be clearly stated in the methodology part (how many student participants and how many parent participants);
2. the process on how themes were derived from the data should be added including the coding process, triangulation, etc.;
3. the ethical considerations in the study should be briefly mention such as the use of informed consent.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Commendable was the use of foundational and most current sources as references. However, earlier references from 2007 until 2019 may be balanced with or supplemented by most recent sources or studies from 2020-2025. 


	

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


	The language/English quality of the article was generally suitable for scholarly communication. But there were some areas that needed to be refined for clarity and conciseness, particularly in grammar, sentence structure, and phrasing. Consider the following:

1. be consistent in the use of verb tenses such the use of past tense for completed study;

2. ensure to avoid  redundant phrases such as daily needs and necessities;
3. always review the work for typographical errors like “jo b opportunities.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The study was relevant and timely given the rising inflation and the post-pandemic situations in the Philippines.

2. Consider to include direct quotes from the students and parents interviewed to strengthen the narrative.

3. Consider to mention the geographic focus of the study.
4. Consider to add a section for limitation to justify the small sample size and the possibility of respondent bias.
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