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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.


	The paper titled demonstrates a thoughtful and contextually grounded exploration of student retention issues. However, while the study has merit and potential for publication, it would benefit from major revisions to meet scholarly standards
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is descriptive,  the author need to consider something like Understanding Student Attrition at Apayao State College: A Phenomenological Inquiry into Retention Challenges
	

	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.


	Its in order
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some methodological descriptions are unclear or repetitive. Section 3.4 seems misplaced and repeats the research questions. It did not address what is required in that section.
Clearly delineate sample size, selection criteria, data saturation, ethical considerations, and limitations.

Clarify the process of coding, thematic analysis, and use of IPA with reference to Smith et al. (2009).

 Accurate English translations should immediately follow all quotations in Filipino in parentheses.

Avoid informal phrasing and ensure academic tone.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	May need a proof editor or use of gramarly 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Revisions Required before it can be accepted for publication in a peer-reviewed journal.

 To move forward, consider the following
· Address structural, grammatical, and methodological clarity issues.

· Tighten and focus the discussion to align with the phenomenological methodology.

· Improve formatting and academic rigour of the paper.
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