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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 manuscript offers valuable insights into the impact of school support services and resource allocation on student engagement and retention in rural, under-resourced areas like Northern Samar. It emphasizes the importance of investing in counseling, career guidance, and digital infrastructure. These findings are particularly relevant for educators and policymakers aiming to reduce dropout rates.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It accurately reflects the core focus and variables 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 clear and comprehensive. It outlines the methodology, key findings, and implications well. No changes are required, but the clarity of results could be slightly improved by stating statistical outcomes more precisely in quantitative terms and removing the repetition of the Keywords two times. Pages 3 & 5 are almost blank. Adjust them, words are too limited, at least about 3500.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, the data is well-analyzed, and the conclusions are supported by the results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites standard sources like UNESCO (2020), Tinto (1993), and Maslow (1943). Consider adding 5-10 more contemporary journal articles (post-2020) focusing on rural education and digital equity in Southeast Asia to further strengthen the literature review.


	

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


	The manuscript's language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic improvements can be made, particularly in the discussion and results sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and offers actionable recommendations. The use of mixed methods is commendable, and the inclusion of both student and school personnel perspectives adds depth. Check Headings in bold type, spacing, and gaps, and remove underline in the introduction part first sentence.. Consider elaborating more on the limitations and suggesting areas for further study.

The manuscript meets the criteria for a Minor Revision. It is a robust study with strong relevance and practical implications, but could benefit from minor language polishing, grammatical errors, spacing, and the addition of a few more recent references.
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