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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Relevance and Contribution to the Field

The study presents a highly relevant issue in Philippine basic education. Homeroom guidance is increasingly recognized as essential to student development. The correlation between guidance practices and academic persistence addresses a pressing concern among educators, particularly in rural and economically challenged regions. The manuscript's findings are timely and relevant, offering implications for educational policy and school-level interventions.

2. Originality and Novelty

While the topic of academic persistence has been explored, this study offers a unique contribution by focusing on the Caraga District and using Filipino teacher perspectives. The inclusion of homeroom guidance as a variable is appropriate and adds a practical dimension to educational research. 

3. Theoretical and Conceptual Framework

The manuscript is grounded in three strong theories: Student Engagement Theory, Social Support Theory, and Self-Determination Theory. This is commendable. However, these frameworks could be more explicitly connected to the variables and instruments. For instance, how do the items in the survey directly reflect constructs like autonomy or engagement?

4. Literature Review

The review is adequate, citing both international and local sources. However, more current local studies (within the last 2–3 years) on the implementation of homeroom guidance programs by DepEd would improve its relevance. Also, the literature cited in the introduction should be thematically grouped to improve flow.

5. Methodology

The use of a descriptive-correlational design is appropriate for the study objectives. The sampling method (simple random sampling) and the number of respondents (n=98) are acceptable. The instruments used are well-cited and have high reliability scores (Cronbach’s alpha >0.9). However, some clarity is needed on the adaptation and validation of the tools for the local context. Were there any modifications done for cultural sensitivity?

6. Data Analysis

Data analysis was conducted appropriately using Pearson correlation and multiple regression. The statistical reporting is clear and relevant. Adding confidence intervals and effect sizes would further enhance the interpretation of findings. Tables are informative but should be formatted according to APA or journal style.

7. Results and Interpretation

The results are well-organized and interpretations are mostly aligned with data. The conclusion that career development was the strongest predictor of persistence is interesting but somewhat unexpected in the elementary level; this needs better justification or discussion. Some discussion sections repeat points already mentioned; condensing would improve flow.

8. Language and Style

The paper is mostly readable but would benefit from copyediting. Some sentences are repetitive or overly complex. Grammar is mostly acceptable but not polished. The tone is appropriate for academic publication, though awkward phrasings remain (e.g., overuse of 'this indicates that…').

9. Overall Impression

This study is thoughtful and highly relevant. It explores the important link between homeroom guidance and students’ persistence in their academic journey—a topic that deserves more attention, especially in the Philippine context. The study is generally well-written and organized, and it’s clear the researcher put a lot of work into it. With some revisions, this could be a valuable contribution to educational research

11. Strengths of the Study

a. The topic is timely and relevant to basic education policy and classroom practice.
b. The study is backed by strong theories (Student Engagement, Social Support, and Self-Determination).
c. The sample size and instruments used are appropriate and statistically sound.
d. The findings are clearly presented and offer meaningful implications for educators and school leaders.

12. . Suggestions for Improvement

a. Clarify theory-application connections: It would help to more clearly explain how each theoretical framework connects to the variables measured in the questionnaires.
b. Refine the literature review: Try organizing related studies into themes or categories. This will help the reader understand the broader research context.
c. Enhance discussion of key findings: The finding that career development most influences academic persistence in elementary students is intriguing—consider exploring why this might be the case more deeply.
d. Language and phrasing: A light copyedit is needed. There are some repetitive expressions and long sentences that could be shortened for clarity.
e. Instrument localization: Mention whether the tools were adapted or reviewed to suit local cultural and language contexts.

The study has merit and is suitable for publication with revisions. The manuscript would benefit from grammar polishing, a more cohesive theoretical integration, and a slightly more critical reflection in the discussion.
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