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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 topic studied appears to be interesting, however, it seems to be understudied based on the references discussed in the manuscript. Therefore, this could give opportunity for current study to provide some new insights to the literature. The qualitative methodology used also offers a broader and in-depth finding from the perspective of the participants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title reflects the main focus of the study.
	

	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 appropriately constructed and concise. The key points of the whole study is discussed in the abstract, providing a clearer picture regarding the study. Keywords used are also suitable and reflecting the main points of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent but authors may consider adding more if needed to support the arguments. Also, please recheck the citation and referencing style advised by the journal to ensure you adhere to the journal’s requirement.
	

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


	The English used is good and acceptable for scholarly communication. The use of Filipino terms are also accompanied with appropriate translations afterwards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Overall, the authors might want to recheck the writing format, for instance, whether the paragraphs are in the justified alignment. Also, it is recommended for the authors to first state the full form of some terms, for example, CALABARZON to enlighten the readers who may be unfamiliar of the term.
2. Methodology is carefully discussed where each point of the study design and approach is well-explained to ensure whether it is comprehensible for the readers.
3. The flows of results and discussions are appropriate. However, it would be better if the authors provide more references to support their findings.
4. The topic is interesting but is probably understudied. While practical directions have been briefly stated,  it is recommended for the authors to also provide some recommendations for future studies, as well as limitations of current study. Best wishes on getting the manuscript published!
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