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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The findings provided insights into barriers to counselling in high school. It offers a practical implication is enhancing mental support among adolescent and youths which is increasingly becoming major concern globally. The findings may inform evidence-based practice to school counselling programs. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The is suitable but need adjustments as it is wordy mentioning counselling two times. Consider revising to "Counselling Needs and Service Utilization Among Grade 12 Senior High School Students in Davao City.”

Add geographical context for example Philippines for international readers  

	

	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 written. However, there are few observation
1. The chronological flow of the abstract, the methodology should come first before research design.

2. Include some major statistical result in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientific. 
Introduction:  The introduction requires substantial expansion beyond its current statement-of-the-problem format. The article could benefit from some relevant literature review.

In the first paragraph in the introduction correct citating. According to Sukor & Ali (2020) should be According to Sukor and Ali (2020),… 

Methodology: In the first paragraph on research design add research after methodology 

1. It would be good if you write these in full if they are abbreviation or explain what they are (STEM, ABM, HUMSS, GAS, and TVL).

2. On the methodology what was the actual sample size were 15 interviewed parts of 277, you can clarify this. 

3. Subheading 2.4 research instrument has been repeated consider removing one. 

4. On data analysis "Pearson r Test" should be "Pearson correlation coefficient" also mention statistically significant. 
5. On 2.7 Scope and Delimitation of the study, line 4 has a repetition of “at”

Results: That table 5 is missing important information, no correlation coefficient (r value) - this is the most important statistic, No sample size (N), and No degrees of freedom.

6. The data presented has not been discussed with literature, the author should consider dissing the findings 
7. Why are there citation on the qualitative data table? It is not clear whether they are finding or a discussion.

8. The authors should consider adding demographic information such as age, gender, of the respondents 
9. The mean is best understood with standard deviation 

10. If you are using APA the table 6-8 are not in APA

11. The study could benefit from further analysis e.g. regression analysis. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While there is recent reference, I feel they are wrongly placed. From table 6-8. 
	

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


	While the language is suitable, the manuscript needs proof reading, it has some minor grammatical mistakes. In addition, consider more academic literature avoiding words like firstly, secondly
	

	Optional/General comments


	There is need to discuss the findings and have a section for literature review.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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