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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 manuscript is in a pivotal place in the scientific and academic discourse since it explores the relationship between accreditation status and a range of measures of school performance. The findings provide practical data to institutions that are keen on improving graduate employability, enhancing the performance of boards, and aligning operations to academic requirements. The results also empower the policymakers and administrators to make evidence-based decisions that enhance quality assurance in higher education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
"Linking Accreditation Status to School Performance: A Case Study of Apayao State College."
	

	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.
		Title Suitability: The aim of the research is clearly expressed in the title, as it focuses on the investigation of the interconnection between the accreditation status and school performance.
          Abstract Coverage: The abstract is comprehensive but slightly dense.
	Suggestion: Simplify technical phrasing, remove repetitive details, and briefly add how the findings can benefit educational planning or policy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The analysis of the paper shows that the research is conducted according to good scientific practices: the method is clearly described, statistical analysis is properly justified, and the conclusions are well-grounded on empirical data. However, some of the findings suggest that correlations are only moderate, and both faculty research output and graduate employability can be improved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references used (81 percent) are relevant, but most of them are more than five years old (74 percent), and a few even more than ten years (5 percent). Adding the sources related to 2019 2024 would increase the comprehensiveness of the review and show the sensitivity to the current trends. Recent data on the outcomes of accreditation, a pattern of board-exams, and graduate employability would be especially valuable.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The current discussion utilizes a register befitting scholarly communication and, with minimal exceptions, the English used is befitting such purposes. Some wordy passages could be rewritten without any loss of nuance, thus making them more clear. Few grammatical and syntactic corrections would also enhance academic readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The study is well-planned and focuses on a very important problem; however, the exposition could use more clarity and analytical depth. There are apparent inconsistencies in formatting and citation styles that
take away the overall scholarly value of the work.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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