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	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 are instances of a mismatch between job requirements and the qualifications of the students, and a growing rate of students joining technology-based courses in higher education without basic knowledge about its uses. This study’s findings will provide insights into the need for incorporating emotional and cognitive aspects into the career guidance programs in educational institutions like schools. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes suitable
	

	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.
	It is comprehensive. 

Kindly avoid using abbreviations in the abstract, example: HUMSS, GAS and STEM
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Need some revision. Consider incorporating the suggestions detailed below for revision.  
1) When using abbreviations for the first time in the paper, write them along with their expanded form. From the second time onwards, you can use the abbreviation to represent. Example: write Senior High School (SHS), Humanities and Social Sciences (HUMSS), General Academic Strand (GAS) and Science, Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics (STEM) for the first time. From the second time onwards, you can use SHS, HUMSS, GAS and STEM. 

2) In the introduction part, second paragraph-second line, instead of However, it should be however, 
3) Kindly mention the research objectives clearly and concisely. No research is complete without research objectives, more specifically in descriptive and quantitative research like yours. 
4) In the Methodology part, it would be more appropriate to use sub-headings like Population and Sample, Reseacrh Method used, Tool used, Data collection method, Data analysis method to write down the information as it gives more clarity, instead of writing everything together (as it is written in this paper).
5) In case the tools were constructed and standardized, then kindly mention the value of the reliability of the tools. If not, then keep it as it is. 
6) In the recommendation section, using indirect rather than direct speech is more formal in research since it is suggestive in nature and not a command. Example… instead of “Improve career guidance that is provided to students”, indirect speech like “Career guidance for students can be improved by the school through conducting regular career orientation programs..etc…”. Similarly, all the other suggestions & recommendations can be rephrased or modified into indirect speech, as such suggestions are mostly meant for the concerned authorities and policymakers. Thus, it sounds impolite to use direct speech. 
7) If possible, kindly provide the delimitations of your research, as every research has some delimitations. It will provide directions for future researchers who may be interested in conducting research similar to your research topic. 
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