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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.


	Thank you for the opportunity to read your manuscript on the community extension engagement of Home Economics teachers in public secondary schools. This topic is both timely and meaningful, especially as schools are increasingly seen as key stakeholders in broader community development. By focusing on how teachers extend their roles beyond the classroom, your study brings needed attention to an often-overlooked dimension of educational practice. It contributes valuable qualitative insights to the literature on teacher agency, civic engagement, and the social responsibilities of educators, particularly in the context of public education systems in the Global South.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Your current title is generally clear and informative. It reflects the key elements of your research, focus on teacher engagement, the subject area (Home Economics), the setting (public secondary schools), and the methodology. However, you might consider revising it slightly to enhance clarity and impact. For instance, the phrase “Community Extension Engagement” may sound a bit abstract or bureaucratic to some readers. A more reader-friendly and precise alternative could be: “How Home Economics Teachers Engage in Community Extension: A Qualitative Study in Public Secondary Schools” or “Beyond the Classroom: Exploring Community Extension Roles of Home Economics Teachers in Public Secondary Schools” These suggestions preserve your core focus while making the title more engaging and accessible to a broader academic audience.
	

	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.


	Overall, it provides a basic outline of the study’s intent and focus, but I believe there’s room for improvement to make it more comprehensive and compelling. At present, the abstract seems to lack a clear articulation of the research problem and significance. It would be helpful to briefly state why exploring community extension engagement among Home Economics teachers is important: what gap in knowledge does this study address? Additionally, while you mention the method, more detail on how participants were selected and what kind of data was gathered would improve transparency. I also suggest that you include one or two key findings from your analysis. Right now, the reader does not get a sense of what the main takeaways are. Finally, a concluding sentence that reflects the study’s contribution or implications, for either policy, practice, or future research, would make the abstract more impactful.

In short, consider restructuring the abstract to include:

· A brief background and research rationale

· The aim or research questions

· Method (participants, design)

· Key findings

· A statement on implications or significance

This structure will help readers quickly understand the value of your work and how it contributes to the field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on my reading, the manuscript shows a genuine attempt to document and interpret the community extension practices of Home Economics teachers. The topic is relevant, and the intent to explore real-world teacher engagement is commendable. That said, there are some areas where scientific rigor can be improved to enhance the manuscript’s credibility and contribution. First, the methodology section would benefit from greater clarity and detail. For example, the sampling strategy is not clearly described: how were participants selected, and what criteria were used? Also, the data analysis process needs to be more explicitly articulated. If you conducted thematic analysis, please explain how themes were derived, whether coding was done manually or with software, and how reliability or trustworthiness was ensured (e.g., member checking, triangulation, peer debriefing). Second, the findings could be more tightly aligned with the research questions. Some themes appear to overlap or lack clear justification, which can make interpretation feel somewhat anecdotal. Strengthening the analytical depth, such as by linking findings back to existing frameworks or theories on teacher engagement or community-based education, would improve the scientific contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I noticed that several of the cited sources are somewhat dated, and there appears to be limited use of recent, peer-reviewed journal articles from the last five years. To strengthen the manuscript’s academic grounding and show awareness of current discourse, I would recommend updating and expanding the references. Specifically, you may consider incorporating more recent studies on teacher engagement in community service, participatory education, or teacher leadership, particularly those focused on Southeast Asia or similar educational contexts. If available, empirical studies on Home Economics or vocational education and community partnerships would also add relevance and depth. Here are a few potential names to consider: Zeichner, Harris, Jones, MacIntyre, Gregersen, etc. These or similar pioneering writers could help position your study more firmly within the current scholarly conversation and demonstrate its contribution beyond the local context. A stronger theoretical framing, supported by up-to-date literature, will also enhance your findings’ transferability and impact.
	

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


	Overall, the language is understandable, and the intended meaning can generally be inferred throughout the text. However, the manuscript would benefit from significant editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication more fully. There are frequent issues with grammar, sentence structure, and word choice that at times obscure clarity or weaken the academic tone. Some sentences are overly long or redundant, while others lack precision. Transitions between ideas or sections could also be smoother to improve coherence and logical flow. I would strongly recommend a thorough language edit, ideally by a professional academic editor or a colleague with experience in research writing. This will help ensure that your findings are communicated clearly and persuasively to an international audience and that your study is received with the seriousness it deserves. Improving the English quality will not only enhance readability but also strengthen the overall credibility of your research.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As I read through the manuscript, I appreciated the genuine commitment behind the study. It’s clear that you’ve invested effort in capturing the voices and experiences of teachers in context, and this is a strength. That said, I believe the manuscript will benefit greatly from a few enhancements. Structurally, the paper would be stronger with clearer transitions between sections, a tighter linkage between your findings and research questions, and a more clearly articulated methodological approach. Even small changes, such as clarifying how participants were recruited or how themes were developed, can make a big difference in building trust in your findings.

Additionally, I encourage you to reflect on how your findings speak not only to your immediate context but also to broader educational discussions. Are there insights here that could inform policy, teacher training, or community engagement frameworks elsewhere? Drawing out those connections could amplify the relevance of your work and attract the interest of a wider academic readership.

Finally, please don’t underestimate the power of clear, polished writing. You have something worthwhile to share here, and refining the language will help ensure that readers can fully appreciate it. 

Again, thank you for your contribution. With some revisions, I believe this manuscript has the potential to make a meaningful addition to the literature on teacher engagement and educational outreach. I wish you all the best as you move forward with this work.
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