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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Content Integrity and Consistency
The paper maintains strong academic standards with a well-structured approach. The abstract clearly presents the research goals, methods, and key results. The methodology section explains the sampling strategy and survey design in detail. Valid statistical methods, such as Pearson correlation, support the findings, ensuring the research meets scholarly expectations.

The paper flows logically from introduction to conclusion, with each section building on the last. The discussion of results is thorough, backed by data and analysis, making the arguments easy to follow.

2. Originality and Proper Attribution
The paper uses standard academic terms like "student retention" and "resource allocation," which are common in education research. There are no signs of copied content, but some ideas may be closely paraphrased from existing studies. Proper citations are essential—especially when referencing theories (e.g., Kuh, Tinto) or reports (e.g., UNESCO).

To strengthen originality:

· Use direct quotes where needed, with clear citations.

· Reword borrowed ideas more distinctly and cite sources accurately.

3. Recommendations for Improvement
A. Citations and References
· Double-check that all sources follow the required citation style (APA, MLA, etc.).

· Add in-text citations for statistics, theories, or findings taken from other studies.

B. Deeper Analysis of Results
· Explain Pearson correlation results more fully—what does a moderate (r = 0.61) or weak (r = 0.49) correlation mean for the school’s policies?

· Compare findings with similar studies to show how this school’s challenges or successes align with broader trends.

C. Technology Upgrades
The study notes that 75% of students lack adequate tech resources. To make recommendations actionable:

· Suggest specific solutions: "Partner with local governments to fund computer labs" or "Train teachers in digital tools."

· Reference successful tech programs from comparable schools.

D. Real-World Examples
· Include brief case studies of schools that improved retention through similar support programs.

· Highlight how specific interventions (e.g., weekly counseling) reduced dropout rates elsewhere.

E. Connecting Support to Retention
· Break down how each support service (tutoring, counseling, etc.) directly impacts retention.

· For example: "Students using career guidance were 20% less likely to drop out—explain why."

4. Final Thoughts
This study offers valuable insights into how school support and resources affect student retention in rural areas. To strengthen it further:

· Add comparisons with other schools’ experiences.

· Clarify statistical findings with practical interpretations.

· Ensure every borrowed idea is properly credited.

These steps will enhance the paper’s depth and academic rigor.
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