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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.


	There is importance in the conduct of the study.  It has an impact to the society especially that generation now is not into farming and the like.  The study considered the future labor force.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There is no discussion on the attitude of the students but it is included in the title.  It is suggested that remove the attitude in the title.  
Familiarity and Interest Towards Non-Ruminant Animals Among Senior High School Students


	

	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.


	        Yes the abstract is comprehensive.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	       Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	      Yes.
	

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


	       Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1.  There is no discussion or table for the attitude.  

2.  It is better if the study used a 4-point Likert scale than 5-point Likert scale to remove bias which probably respondents tend to choose 3 as safe answer
3. Remove in the conclusion about the attitude (no. 3) as it is not discussed in the manuscript.

4. I do not see the connection of the demographic profile of the respondents in the study given that senior high school age ranges from 16-20 years old.  Also, given the demographic profile, the study should have explored more on the differences between year level, age, and track not merely identifying or counting the numbers.    
5. From the result, therefore,  there is no need for the development and modification of various policies, initiatives, programs, and projects that the government will carry out and non-governmental organizations will carry out to inspire the next generation to pursue agriculture as a means of ensuring food security in the future as stated in your  introduction because the study found out that the respondents are very interested and there is a bright future in the agriculture industry's labor force, particularly in animal production figures?  What then will be the contribution of your study to the community base from your findings?
6. There is ono recommendations of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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