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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 is deemed significant in the scientific community as it examines challenges and determines recommendations for improving the Community Immersion experience. The findings of this study offer basis to other institutions operating the same program to enhance theirs. At the same time, this study documents real-life experiences furthering the discourse towards community immersion involvements, providing more awareness of how it is done and how it can significantly contribute to the holistic learning of the NSTP students.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title could be like: Challenges and Recommendations of NSTP Students in Improving Community Immersion in (insert the locale of the study) because the paper not only determines the challenges faced by the respondents but also explored recommendations from them to better enrich the community immersion experience.
	

	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 informative but it is too number-heavy but without in-depth discussion on what these numbers mean. Instead of mentioning the mean scores, provide a short interpretation and analysis to better relate these to the study itself. On writing the abstract, the author/s may following this content development format: a) Introduction – short description of what the main idea of the study is just to provide the context; b) Methodology – short narrative how the data was gathered and analysed using the chosen research design, instrument and analysis tool/s or protocol/s; c) Results and Discussions – provide the summarised results and discussions of the study to ascertain the creation of the argument of the paper; and d) Conclusions and Recommendations – provide the summarised conclusions and recommendations of the paper to deliver the main argument/point that the paper intends.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically correct but I would like to add suggestions to maximise its robustness
1. For the locale and population of the study, the author/s may consider justifying the selection of NSTP students from Baguio Central University, class of 2023-2024 and the selection of the sampling method.

2. For the data gathering tools, the author/s may consider comprehensive description of the tool, like mentioning how the constructs were made and where these came from.

3. For the reliability and validity of the research instrument, the author/s may consider mentioning brief backgrounds of their validators instead of resorting to mention “three (3) experts in the field” just to better document the identity of their validators.

4. For the treatment of data, the author/s may consider to mention the basis for the statistical limits and its descriptive equivalent. If this is something that they made, they could just mention that these are researcher-made indicators.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient to backup the study’s points.
	

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


	Yes, the use of English is suitable to better deliver the findings from this study.
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