Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJARR_123786

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Practice of Core Values of the Department of Education among Grade 12 Students in a Philippine Public School

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The author had done a good research work on practising the essential values of grade 12th students in a Philippine public school This observation is related to theoretical framework established in the introduction of the paper. The author made an attempt citing the earlier researches with numbers which is viewed in the reference presented at the end of the paper. The gaps that the author found in the overview of literature are formed the base for conducting the investigation of the research problem. The third observation is related to the objectives, research questions, research design, tools of the data collection, statistical technics used for analysis. The author had taken care for justification of the research problem and the way of conduct investigation for drawing valid conclusions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, Title is suitable for attracting the attention of the readers.
	

	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.


	My first observation is on the presentation of the abstract: Any abstract for publication in journals require in a para or more without side headings. Moreover, a journal may have specific word limits for abstracts. The range is between 150 and 300 words, but it can vary depending on the journal and the field of study.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	All the sections are found appropriate except abstract.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This paper showcased the original research format and the manuscript covers all the requirement for publication of the article in modified version with the changing format of the abstract.
	

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

-
	References are found sufficient.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	It is observed language used in the paper is good for portraying the essence of the paper. But I recommend the editorial board that the paper submitted by the author is worthy for publication in the esteemed Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports after minor revision in the abstract.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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