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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 article is significant for system analysis especially in higher institutions of learning by providing feedback for ensuring quality control.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This topic was not too suitable

Suggestions

TRACER STUDY OF 2016 – 2024 MASTER OF INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGY GRADUATES OF ILOILO SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 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 not comprehensive because it’s lacking some key areas like:

1. The method of data analysis was not explained

2. Reliability co-efficient of the instrument (questionnaire) was not discussed

3. The findings was not well reported

4. The implication of findings was missing

5. There was no conclusion

6. No any recommendation in the abstract
The authors should review the abstract and include these key areas in a concise form

Observation on Keywords

The keywords in this paper exceeded the maximum six (6). 

It should be reduced to five (5)

The author should reduce the keywords to maximum of five (5) keywords


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript was scientifically correct to a good extent. However, 
There should be explanation or brief description of the framework

Sampling technique should reviewed and harmonised

Reliability of the instrument should be reviewed

Method of data analysis should specifically mentioned

There was no benchmark to determine the interpretation/description of the tables

There supposed to be a separate section for discussion of findings

The practical and theoretical implications of findings should be discussed separately too

The authors should include the value and merit of this study

The recommendations were not in line with the findings of the study
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references were sufficient while large portion were recent. However, 

1. The references should be reviewed to align with the APA 7th edition 

2. some authors were cited but not referenced. For example,
Sito, Alawas, Alvaro, Azupardo, Cawat, Parcasio, & Mina (2007). Millington (2008), Nicholas (2010), Ursua & Monserate (2007), Simeon (2005), Figueras (2006), Echaveria, Paclibar, Ohao, & Ambut (2002)

Menez (2014), Sanchez and Diamante (2017), Bansiong & Alawas (2024)

	

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


	The language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Satisfactory 
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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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