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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it highlights the implementation gaps in adolescent reproductive health education in a rural setting. By presenting insights from multiple stakeholders, it offers valuable evidence for improving policy and practice. The findings can guide more inclusive and responsive health programs for adolescents in similar contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the given title is clear, descriptive, and appropriate for academic and policy audiences. However, it can be slightly refined for improved clarity and impact. Suggested title- "Stakeholder Assessment of ARH Program Implementation in Northern Samar Public Schools"
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is well-structured and informative. It effectively outlines the study’s objectives, methods, key findings, and practical recommendations. To enhance clarity, a few phrases could be simplified, and a brief line on the broader significance of the findings would add value. Overall, it provides a clear and positive summary of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It follows a clear research design, uses validated tools, applies appropriate statistical methods, and presents findings logically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Total 29 references are cited by the author which is sufficient and relevant but still there is scope for addition total upto 35-40 references The references could be strengthened by adding few more recent sources from the past 3–5 years, including regional studies or global health reports. Adding recent WHO or UNESCO reports could strengthen the literature support. 
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor edits for grammar and flow could further improve readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are few general comments are as follows: 1) The study addresses a relevant and timely public health issue. 2) Methodology is clear and appropriate for the research objectives. 3) Stakeholder perspectives enrich the depth of the analysis. 4) Results are well-presented and statistically supported. 5) Minor language edits would enhance clarity. 6) Adding recent references could strengthen the literature review.
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