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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.


	This study reveals how the graduate programs of Apayao State College have alumni impacts in terms of career advancement and skills achievement. It demonstrates the importance and sufficiency of the programs concerning to actual requirements. These conclusions are applicable for the development of the curriculum, in particular, and for supportive service programs, in general.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative but may need to be shortened and made clearer. Suggested title:

“Tracer Study of MAED-EM and MPA Graduates of Apayao State College – Conner Campus, S.Y. 2018-2022”
	

	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 provides an overview of the study’s objectives, methods, and major results. In my view though, it can be made clearer and more concise. Following are some recommendations:

- State the sample size of respondents (42 graduates). This would help narrow the scope of the study.

- Describe the methodology briefly, for instance, “quantitative survey using Likert scale analysis” would be easier to follow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable. Clear-cut objectives have been set, the methodology for tracer study is appropriate, and data collection tools (frequency, percentage, ANOVA) fit the data gathered. Nonetheless, clarity would improve if the author provided additional explanation as to how the questionnaire was validated or pre-tested.

Furthermore, additional explanation regarding how the outcomes might aid in the particular adjustments of the curriculum or policies would make the discussion more impactful. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some authors are cited in the text but are not listed in the references. See more in the review comments in the original copy.
	

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


	In general, the language used in the article is understandable and gives the main points clearly, 

However, some sentences should be rephrased for academic tone, as detailed in the original copy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript needs some improvements, then it would be suitable for publication.
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